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INTRODUCTION . 
One of the most vital interests of Utah people is education. Since 
early days t"his interest has been maintained at an active level. At the 
present time the compulsory attendance school age is 18, and according to 
Supt. Skidmore * 95 per cent of those of school age in Utah attend the 
lower diVisions, and college registration is increasing each year. 
1 
Total numbers on college and university rolls have received more 
attention than has local area and county representation in college. Def-
inite attendance trends have not been established, and little accurate in-
formation is available on out-of-state attendance particularly on local 
area contributions to college enrollment. This study unde;rtakes to as-
certain the extent to which people in Utah counties make use of the Utah 
State Agricultural College in the education of their children. It pro-
poses to note the relative proportions of male and female stUdents from 
each county; to point out the age trends of students and of students be-
longing to each sex; to inquire into the relative stability of attendance 
rate between counties; and to compare by counties the number of high school 
graduates with freshman registration at the college. 
The study centers in college student considerations of one school 
only and not of representations on all college rolls. Information found 
on the Utah State Agricultural College registration and census cards con-
stitute the main source material of the study. Outside field work was not 
attempted. Material from the Federal Census and from the reports of the 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction was used in making comparisons. 
This study involves statistical rather than case methods. No 
* Biennial Repgrt of State supt. of Public Instruction of utah, 1936-38. 
Separate investigation of cases was conte~plated. A 5-year-series sample 
procedure was used in the belief that an adequate picture could be seen 
and much detail of information would be avoided. 
College attendance trends will be sought by reducing attendance of 
all students to a county and locality basis for each fifth year beginning 
with 1900. Included will be residence by· town and county, student age, 
class rank, and sex. Comparisons with census figures , with high school 
graduates from each county, with number on the college faculty, and be-
tween sexes will be carried out in different tables throughout the study. 
Utah state Agricul·tural College enrollment fran other states will be tab-
ulated, disclosing the tmportance of the school to states other than Utah. 
The compilation of information proposed in this study should reveal 
for the first time the geographical distribution of utah State Agricul-
tural College students, showing the extent to which the college is reach-
ing each community through its instruct ional s ervic es. The relative 
stability·of attendance by counties and the extent to which the sexes 
have reached educational equality should.be more clearly seen. By classi-
fying the students according to rank, the relative persistence of students 
toward the goal of a completed college eduoation should be more apparent. 
2 
SECTION I 
UTAH STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE ST'UIlENT ATTENDANCE 
FROM LOCAL SUlBDIVISIONS 
SECTION I 
UTAH STATE AGRlCOLTURAL COLLEaE STUmNT A'ITENDANCE 
]ROM LOCAL SUBDIVISIONS 
Aocording to the United states Office of Education* 10 out of every 
3 
1,000 people throughout the United States attend schools of higher education. 
Utah maintains 3 accredited 4-year schools of higher learning and 6 junior 
call ages. Although it is beyond the s cope of this study to supply figures 
for complete college registration in Utah, U.S.A.C registration per 1,000 
population from Utah counties and towns is available. The 1930 census 
credits Utah with 507,000 people and the college enrollment shows 1346 
Utah students at the college, or a per 1,000 rate of 2.6 students indicating 
that the school is doing more than its proportionate part in serving the 
colI ege needs of the people of the state. 
In this seotion attendance comparisons are made of local subdivisions 
or communities for the census years 1900, 1910, 1920, 1930, and the 
school year 1939. These years were selected because of the availability 
of census population information on local subdivisions and because of the 
need of providing a rate or index of comparison of attendance from commun-
ities. The one chosen,attendance per 1,000 of population,is admittedly a 
rough measure at best, but is the only practical one available for the 
period covered. A better measure for many purposes is the September Fresh-
man registration by local subdivisions compared with the number of ,JUne 
high school graduates also by local subdivisions. But complete information 
on locality distribution of high school graduates is not available before 
1925. A third measure which was rejected because census data is inade-
quate was college attendance by local subdivisions compared with young 
people of college age living in the locality. 
* School and Society, September 25, 1937. 
The information about the localities selected for use in this division 
consists of: 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 ___ , 191° ___ ,192° __ _ 
1930 • 
2. Local subdivisions with the highest attendance rate in 1930: 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 
1900-1930: 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 
1900-1930: 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in 1nte~va1· 
years 1900 ,1910 ,1920 ,1930 ,1939 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years 1900 ,1910 ,1920' ,1930 • 
Table 1. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Beaver County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. ~er A.C. 
subdivisions p~. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr •. 
Beaver County 3613 0 0 4717 7 1.5 5139 2 .4 5136 9 1.8 36 
Adamsville 127 0 0 145 0 0 126 0 0 126 0 0 1 
Beaver 1822 0 0 2085 0 0 2226 1 .5 2152 5 2.3 19 
Grampton 562 0 0 238 0 0 216 0 0 100 0 0 0 
Greenville 215 0 0 252 6 20. 247 0 0 179 1 5 2 
Minersville 525 0 0 599 1 1.7 772 0 0 818 0 0 5 
Newhouse 200 0 0 0 
Star-Milf ord 279 0 0 1178 
° 
0 1463 1 .6 1766 3 1.5 9 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 5 ,1910 7 ,1920 6 ,1930 6 • 
2. Local divisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Greenville 5. ,Beaver 2.3 ,Star-Milford 
1_2---
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: Adamsville, Grampton, Minersville, 
Newhouse, sent no students. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate between 1900-1930: Greenville, 
Beaver, Minersville, Star-Milford. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate between 1900-1930: Adamsville, 
Gr~tonJ and Newhouse sent no students in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: Beaver, Greenville, 
Star-Milford. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: None. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 1900 0 1910 2 ,1920 2 
1930 Lt1939-2 • -
, 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interva1.years: 1900 5 ,1910 5 ,1920 4 , 
1930 2 • \Jl 
~-
County 
and 
subdivisions 
Box Elder Oountl 
Bear River 
Beaver Dam 
Booth 
Brigham 
Calls Fort 
Centerdale 
Clear Creek 
Collinston 
Curlew-Snowville 
Deweyville 
Elwood 
Fielding 
Garland 
Grouse Creek· 
Honeyville 
Howell 
Junction 
Kelton 
Lucin 
Mantua 
Park Valley 
Penrose 
Plymouth 
Portage 
Promentory 
Rowlins 
Rosette 
Standard 
Table 2. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment,and enrollment per 1000 of 
population for Box Elder County and minor subdivisions at 10 -
year intervals (1900-1930) ! 
-------- ---- ------ -- -- ---------------------- -
--_ .. - -----,.--------~ 
1900 1910 1920 1930 
Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
pop_ enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 
10009 22 2.2 13894 43 3.1 18788 51 2.7 17810 137 7.7 
390 3 7.5 648 7 10. 825 5 6.4 856 5 5.5 
- - -
210 
- -
177 0 0 146 0 0 
- - - - - -
123 0 0 178 0 0 
2989 5 1.6 3887 10 2.6 5492 17 3.1 5228 ~3 l~uQ 
488 0 0 603 0 0 743 0 0 238 0 0 
- - - - - - - - -
43 0 0 
1.02 0 0 103 0 0 77 0 0 101 0 0 
340 0 0 114 0 0 115 0 0 132 1 10. 
183 1 5. 256 0 0 249 0 0 142 1 3.3 
204 3 15. 292 0 0 363 5 12.5 334 4 13.3 
-
- - 525 0 0 648 0 0 520 0 0 
- - - 485 5 10. 570 2 3.3 859 5 5.5 
359 0 0 600 7 11.7 1710 0 0 1234 14 11.7 
278 0 0 337 0 0 342 0 0 329 0 0 
260 4 13.3 296 2 6.7 743 7 11.4 494 3 6-
- - - - - -
302 0 0 246 0 0 
185 0 0 :?51 1 3.3 92 0 0 60 0 0 
85 0 0 58 0 0 50 0 0 47 0 0 
- - -
200 0 0 329 0 0 259 0 0 
350 2 5.7 377 2 5. 354 0 0 316 7 23.3 
279 0 0 260 0 0 173 0 0 167 0 0 
- - - - - -
220 0 0 155 0 0 
549 1 2. 263 1 3.3 319 0 0 350 0 0 
579 0 0 499 0 0 456 0 0 523 2 4 
148 0 0 238 0 0 266 0 0 132 0 0 
454 0 0 800 0 0 704 0 a 639 0 0 
- - - - - -
100 0 0 77 1 10 
- - - - - -
36 0 0 19 a 0 
1939 -
A.C. 
enr. 
217 
12 
0 
0 
74 
0 
0 
0 
6 
4 
3 
0 
8 
41 
0 
8 ~-
2 
0 
0 
1 
4 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0' 
Table 2. continued 
-----
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Go. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Three Mile 260 1 3.3 292 0 0 367 0 0 ~(b 0 0 0 
Tremonton 368 0 0 487 6 20. 1433 10 7.1 1479 17 11.3 37 
Willard 580 2 3.3 902 2 2.2 937 5 5.5 870 4 4.4 2 
Corinne 463 0 0 421 0 0 726 0 0 664 0 0 4 
Riverside 
- - - - - - - -
- - - - 7 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county for 1900 ~,1910 26 ,1920 31 ,1930--1!... 
2. Number su~ivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Mantua 23.3 , Garland 11.7J Deweyville 13.4, 
Tremonton 11.4. Brigham 13.3. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attendance from 19 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate between 1900-1930: Tremonton, 
Brigham, and Honeyville. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate between 1900-1930: No attendance 
from 19 subdivisions in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: Tremonton, Brigham, Collinston, 
Fielding, Garland, Mantua, Portage, Rosette, Willard. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: Bear River, Snowville, Deweyville, 
Honeyville. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 1900 7 ,1910 9 ,1920 7, 
1930 13 .1939" 17 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval years: 1900 15 ,1910 17 ,1920 24, 
1930 21. 
......J 
Table 3. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment t ! and enrollment per 1000 of population for Cache County· 
and minor sub,divisions in 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 
and Co. A.C. Per Ce. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 
.R91l_· enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 p_op. enr. 1000 
- -
Cache County 18139 148 8.2 23062 406 17.6 26992 497 18.'4 -27424 764 27.9 
.Ama1ga 
- -
.-
- - -
- - -
229 0' 0 
Avoil 166 0 0 176 0 0 298 :3 10. 283 2 6.7 
Benson 206 0 0 292 4 13.3 316 4 13.3 279 3 10. 
Clarkston 475 . 0 0 607 1 1.7 635 7 11.7 689 8 11.4 
College 261 0 0 254 1 3.3 321 0 0 432 0 0 
Cornish 
- - - 143 0 0 376 0 0 384 3 7.5 
Cove 258 5 16. 190 4 20. 166 ' 1 5. 259 0 0 
Hyde Park 619 0 0 625 :3 5. 706 4 5.7 757 5 6.3 
Hyrum 1625 6 3.5 18~3 13 7.2 1948 12 6.3 1973 13' 6.5 
LeWiston 995 6 6. 989 10 10. 1302 10 7.7 1783 16 8.9 
Logan 5610 93 16.6 7522 301 41.1 9439 394 41.1 10420 588 56.5 
Mendon 533 2 4. 490 7 14. 434 3 7.5 472 6 12. 
Millville 569 0 0 625 :3 5. 706 4 5.7 434 4 5. 
Mt.· sterling 183 1 5. 128 0 0 110 0 0 86 1 10. 
Newton 617 1 1.7 562- 4 7.8 689 0 0 696 15 21.4 
Nib1ey 
- - - - - - -
- - 277 0 0 
Paradise 695 0 0 711 :3 4.2 550 2 4. 505 8 16. 
Petersboro 166 0 0 222 0 0 320 0 0 233 0 0 
Providence 1022 11 11. 1280 4 3.1 1244 3 2.5 1267 21 16.2 
Richmond 1243 4 3.3 1597 13 8.1 1396 17 12.1 1310 20 15.4 
River Heights 
- - - - - -
298 3 10. 283 2 6.7 
Smithfield 1494 2 1.3 2067 18 8.5 2708 15 5.5 2446 29 12.1 
St evens en 
- - - 255 0 0 323 0 0 - - -
Trenton 227 0 0 2J;B 4 13.3 551- 4 6.6 531 2 4-0 
Wellsville 1148 17 14.2 1414 13 9.3 1497 11 7.3 1452 11 11.3 
Wheeler - - - 236 ' 0 0 245 0 0 - - -
Cache Junction 
- - - - - - - - -
- - -
----------- -------
1939 
A.C •. 
enr. 
906 
2 
0 
4 
13 
0 
. 6 
0 
17 -
54 
26 
575 
11 
2 
0 
12 
0 
13 
2 
32 
33 
1 
53 
0 
14 
34 
0 
2 
00 
Table 3 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 20 ,1910 23 ,1920 24, 
1930 24. 
2. Local subdivisions with the highest attendance rate in 1930: Logan 
59.2 , Newton 21.4, Providence 16'.2, Richmond 15.4, Smithfield 12.1. 
3. Local subdivisions with the lowest attendance rate in 1930: College, 
Stevensen, Ama1ga, Cove, Nib1ey, had no attendance. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Logan, Wellsville, and Richmond. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900~1930: (See item 3) 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Avan, Benson, Clarkston, Cornish, Hyde Park, Hyrum, Lewiston, 
Logan, Mendon, Millville, Mt. Sterling, Newton, Paradise, Providence, 
Richmond, River Heights, Smithfield, Trenton. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Wellsville, and Cove. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 11, 1910 17, 1920 17, 1930 19 ,1939 19. 
9 
9. Nmnb er of local subdivisions which sent'· no students in interval years: 
1900 9, 1910 6 ,1920 '$1, 1930 5. 
Table 4. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 population for 
Carbon County and minor subdivisions at lO-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
subdivisions pop. elU'. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 
Carbon County 5004 5 1. 8624 4 .46 15409 2 .13 17798 5 .28 
Cameron 
- - - - - -
226 0 0 - - -
Scofield 956 0 0 773 1 1.2 67$ 0 0 295 0 0 
Clear Creek 300 0 0 806 0 0 578 0 0 254 0 0 
Rolapp 
- - - - -
- - - - 355 0 0 
Castle Gate 1109 5 5. 787 0 0 1120 0 0 923 0 0 
Helper 402 0 0 905 0 0 1615 0 0 2987 0 0 
Spring Glen 214 0 0 181 0 0 298 0 0 659 0 0 
Kenilworth 
- - - 542 0 0 830 1 1.3 858 0 0 
Peerless 
- - - - - - 343 0 0 207 a 0 
Spring Canyon 
- - - - -
-
- -
- 869 0 0 
Standardvi11e 
- - - - - - 545 0 0 504 a 0 
Laterda 
- - -
- - -
343 0 0 316 0 0 
Rains 
- - - - - -
430 0 0 271 0 0 
Price 655 0 0 1122 2 1 .. 82 2777 1 .36 3550 4 1.2 
Wellington 311 0 0 411 0 0 534 0 0 534 0 0 
$unnyside 2liQ . 0 0 1811 1 .55 2144 0 0 956 1 1.1 
Harper 121 0 0 130 0 a 48 0 0 35 0 0 
Wattis 
- - - - - -
287 0 0 249 0 0 
Hiawatha 
- - -
330 0 0 1436 0 0 977 0 0 
Riener 
- - - - - -
139 0 0 286 0 0 
Columbia 
- - - - - - - - -
646 0 0 
Coal City 
- - - - - - - - -
70 0 0 
Consumers 
-
- - - - - - - - 474 0 0 
Winter Quarters 696 0 0 - - - - - - - - -
Sweet Mine 
- - - - - - - - -
166 0 0 
1939 
A.C. 
enr. 
13 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
9 
0 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
I--' 
o 
Table 4 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 10 ,1910 11 ,1920 18 
1930 23 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Price 1.2, 
Sunnyside 1.1. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attendance 
from 21 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Price, Sunnyside, and Castle Gate. 
5. Local -subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900·1930: (See item 3) 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Price and Sunnyside. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Castle Gate. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 1 ,1910 3 ,1920 2 ,1930 2 ,1939_-~. 
9. Number of local su.bdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 9 ,1910 8 ,1920 16,1930 21 • 
, 
11 I 
Table 5. Population, U .S.lt.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Daggett County and 
minor subdi visions at lO-year int ervals (1900-1930) , 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 __ 1939 
----
and Co. A. C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. j't.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. lOO~op. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enro 1000 enr. 
I 
Daggett County 
- - - - - -
400 0 0 411 0 0 0 
l,inwood 
- - - - - -
108 0 0 72 0 0 0 
Manila 
- - - - - -
212 0 0 256 0 0 0 
Antelope 
- - - - - -
64 0 0 51 0 0 0 
Greendale 
- - - - - - - - -
22 0 0 0 
Bridgeport 
- - - - - -
16 0 0 10 0 0 0 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 0 ,1910 0 ,1920 5 ,1930_6 __ • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest atten.dance rate in 1930: No attendance. 
3. Local subdi visions wi th lowest attendance rate in 1930: 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest cl.ttendance rate between 1900-1930: No attendance. 
5. Loc·:u subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate between 1900-1930: 
6. Loc".'ll subdi visions -Nhose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: 
7. Local subdivisions whose rlttendance rate decre~lsed betvreen 1900-1930: 
'" 8. Number of local subdivisions VJhich sent students in interval years: 1900 0 ,1910 0 ,1920 0 , 
1930 _0_,1939 __ 0 • --
9. Number of local subdi vis ions wh ich sent no student s in int erval years: 1900 0 ,1910 0 ,1920 5 
1930 ~. --- -----
f-J 
10 
C '~ ,'J. 
c:> 
C.:~ 
t.~ 
'f'" ~. 
Table 6. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Davis County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 
Davis County 7996 10 1.3 10191 16 1.6 
Bountiful 1680 3 1.9 1982 0 0 
Centervi11 e 640 0 0 791 1 1.3 
Clearfield 229 0 0 409 0 6 
Clinton 247 0 0 611 0 0 
Farmington 1050 2 1.8 1280 8 6.2 
Kaysville 1183 0 0 1481 0 0 
Layton 957 5 5. 1171 5 4.2 
South Weber 256 0 0 241 0 0 
Syracuse 299 0 0 553 0 0 
West Point 433 a 0 524 0 0 
Woods Cross 
- - - 799 2 2.5 
------------- --.------- ._--- ----~---
_0_- __ .. ____ 
1920 1930 
Co. 
pop. 
11450 
2461 
787 
658 
846 
1216 
1259 
1511 
266 
629 
573 
~ 
-
----- ----
A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
enr. 1000 pop .. enr. 1000 
16 
2 
2 
0 
0 
2 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 
4 
1.4 14021 37 
.8 45.84 3 
2.5 996 5 
0 921 2 
0 795 0 
1.7 1403 3 
0 1544 11 
4. 2037 9 
0 279 0 
0 890 0 
0 572 0 
? 279 4 
· . .. . ........ . 
· .......... . : ... ~.-: .. ::.:: : 
. .... . -.. ... . 
. .. 
.. . 
• • 
• 
· . .. 
• 
-.-• • 
• • .
-.. 
• ... 
. . 
•• 
· . 
· -. 
· . 
2.6 
1. 
5. 
2.2 
0 
2.1 
7.3 
4.5 
0 
0 
0 
13.3 
1939 
A.C. 
anr. 
76 
S 
3 
8 
2 
8 
15 
22 
0 
3 
0 
6 
r-' 
\...V 
Table 6 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 10 ,1910 11 ,1920 11 
1930 11 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Kaysville 
7.4 • Woods Cross 13.4, Centerville 5. ,Layton 4.5 , Farmington 
2.1 • 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest, attendance rate in 1930: Clearfield, 
Clinton, South Weber, Syracuse, West Point, sent no students. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Layton, Farmington, Woods Cross. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: (See item 3) 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Woods Cross, Centerville, Farmington, Kaysville. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Layton, Bount iful. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 2 ,1910 4 ,1920 5 ,1930 6 ,1939 9 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 7 ,1910 7 ,1920 6 ',1.930 5. 
14 
Table 7. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollmen~,and enrollment per 1000 of population for Duchesne County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subd.ivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Duchesne County 
- - - - - -
9093 7 .8 8263 5 .6 23 
Neola 
- - - - - - 434 0 0 559 0 0 0 
Cedarview 
- - - - - -
486 0 0 477 0 0 0 
Roosevelt 
- - - - - -
1602 3 1.8 1553 1 .6 7 
Myton 
- - - - - -
824 0 0 789 0 0 4 
Antelope 
- - - - - -
184 0 0 127 0 0 0 
Midview 
- - - - - -
192 0 0 159 0 0 0 
Fork Lane 
- - - - - -
237 0 0 324 0 0 0 
Blue Bell 
- - - - - -
277 0 0 228 0 0 0 
Altoonah 
- - - - - -
626 0 0 528 0 0 1 
Boneta 
- - - - - -
244 0 0 240 0 0 0 
Duchesne 
- - - - - -
962 4 4.1 869 0 0 5 
Tabonia 
- - - - -
-
398 0 0 277 0 0 2 
Fruitland 
- - - - - -
202 0 0 121 0 0 0 
Utahn 
- - - - - -
168 0 0 177 0 0 0 
Hanna 
- - - - - -
168 0 0 177 0 0 0 
Talmadge 
- - - - - -
263 0 0 190 0 0 1 
rona 
-
- - - - -
295 0 0 222 0 0 2 
Monarch 
- - - - - -
305 0 0 307 2 7. 0 
Strawberry 
- - - - - -
94 0 0 97 0 0 0 
Harper 
- - - - - -
183 0 0 123 0 0 0 
Mt. Home 
- - - - - -
32 0 0 31 0 0 0 
Mt.Ermnons 
- - - -
- - 415 0 0 273 0 a 0 
Red Cap 
- - - - - -
214 0 0 314 0 0 0 
Hayden 
- - - - - -
320 0 0 207 0 0 0 
Vernal 
- - - - - -
136 0 0 71 0 0 0 
Bridgeland 
- - - - - - - - -
789 2 2.5 1 
I--' 
\.Jl 
Table 7 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 0 ,1910 0 ,1920 25, 
1930 26. 
2. Local divisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Roosevelt .6, 
Ioka 7.0 , Bridgeland 2.5 • 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attend-
ance from remaining 23. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900~1930: Roosevelt, Duchesne, Ioka, Bridgeland. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: No attendance from remaining 22 for 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Roosevelt, Ioka, Bridgeland. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: 
None. 
s. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 0 ,1910 0 ,1920 2 ,1930 3 ,1939 8 • 
9. N~ber of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 0 ,1910 0 ,1920 23 ,1930 23. 
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Table 8. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Emery County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
.--.--.--.• ~-- - .. - ._ ... _ ..•. _._---_._-------
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop_ enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Emery County 4657 0 0 6750 8 1.2 7411 3 .4 7042 2 .3 36 
Castle Dale 718 0 0 848 a 0 866 0 0 829 2 2.5 7 
Clawson 
- - -
159 0 0 183 0 0 121 0 0 2 
Cleveland 353 0 a 651 0 0 490 0 0 524 0 0 0 
Desert Lake 127 0 0 125 0 0 155 0 0 179 0 0 0 
Elmo 
- - - - - -
260 0 a 305 0 0 3 
Emery 572 0 0 632 1 1.7 739 0 0 722 0 0 3 
Ferron 660 0 0 1022 7 7. 931 0 0 869 0 0 7 
Green River 222 0 0 824 0 0 771 0 0 611 0 0 5 
Huntington 944 0 0 1293 0 0 1285 3 2.3 1202 0 0 4 
Lawrence 160 0 0 161 0 0 139 0 0 161 0 0 0 
Mohr1.and 
- - - - - -
691 0 0 620 0 0 0 
Molen 164 0 0 141 0 0 129 o ' 0 51 0 0 0 
Orangevi11 e 623 0 0 762 0 0 649 0 0 644 0 a 1 
Rochester 
- - - - - - -
- - 114 0 0 1 
Woodside 114' 0 0 132 0 0 124 0 0 83 0 0 0 
tIiawatha 
- - - - - - - - - - - - 3 
----------_. - ... ----.-- .•. -- --------
--
I-l 
-..J 
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Table 8 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county for 1900 11 ,1910 12 ,1920 14, 
1930 15 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Castle Dale 
2.5 • 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attendanc:e 
from remaining 14 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate between 
1900-1930: Castle Dale, Emery, Ferron, Huntington. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate between 
1900-1930: No attendance from remaining 10 subdivisions in 1900. 
6. Local subdiVisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: 
Castle Dale. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: 
None 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 0 ,1910 1 ,1920 2 ,1930 1 ,1939 10 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval years: 
1900 11 ,1910 11 ,1920 12 ,1930 14. 
Table 9. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Garfield County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. anr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Garf i el d County 3383 0 a 3660 1 .3 4768 4 .S 4642- 2 .4 5 
Antimony 
- - - - - - - - -
281 0 0 0 
Boulder 104 0 0 91 0 0 177 0 a 192 0 0 0 
Cannonvill e 211 0 0 219 0 0 311 0 0 227 0 0 0 
Escalante 723 0 0 846 0 0 1032 0 0 1016 1 1. 0 
Hatch 
- - - - - - - - - 274 0 0 1 
Henrieville lSl~ 0 0 158 0 0 170 0 0 207 0 0 0 
Panguitch 1094 0 0 1391 1 .7 1570 4 2.5 1661 1 .6 4 
Spry 
- - - - - - -
- - 106 0 0 0 
-
Tropic 379 0 0 404 0 0 474 0 0 458 0 0 0 
Widtsoe - - - - - - 365 0 0 220 0 0 0 
Coyoto 2S0 0 0 229 0 0 227 0 0 - - - -
Henderson 
- - - - - -
81 0 0 
- - - -
Hillsdale 250 0 0 ISO 0 0 267 0 0 - - - -
Orton 161 0 0 142- 0 0 III 0 0 - - - -
----------- ------ .-. _ ... -. _ ... - - ~~-------.-----,----
I-' 
-..0 
Table 9 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 9 ,1910 9 ,1920 11 
1930 10. 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Panguitch 
.58 ,Escalante 1. 
3. Locd subdi visions vlith la-west attendance rate in 1930: No attend-
ance from remaining 8 subdivisions. 
4. Loc 31 subdi visions which mainta ined the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Panguitch and Escalante. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: (See item 3) 
6. Local subdi visions 'whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930 : .. Panguitch and Escalante. i 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: None 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval 
years: 1900_0_~ .. ,19l0 1 ,1920 1 ,19)) 2 ,1939 2 
9. Number of locc11 subdi visions which sent no students in interval 
years 1900 9 ,1910 8 ,1920 10 ,1930 8 
20 
Table 10. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Grand County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
- -
---------------- -
- .. _-_ .. -
---- -----
County 1900 1910 1920, 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Grand Countl 1149 0 0 1595 1 .6 1808 0 0 1813 1 .• 6 10 
Moab 623 a 0 833 1 1.2 1102 a a 1057 1 1. 9 
Richardson III 0 0 82 0 0 37 0 0 55 0 0 0 
Thompson 83 0 0 69 0 0 84 0 0 93 0 0 0 
Cisoo 102 0 0 231 0 0 95 0 0 193 0 0 1 
Westwater 70 0 0 92 0 0 94 0 o· 44 0 0 0 
Dolores 
- - -
20 0 0 59 a 0 14 0 0 0 
Elgin 60 0 0 176 0 0 82 0 0 128 0 0 0 
Sago 
- - - - - -
198 0 0 223 0 0 -Qi 
Castleton 
- - -
50 0 0 57 0 0 6 0 0 0 
Mesa 
- - - 33 0 0 - - - - - - 0 
N 
!---J 
22 
Table 10 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the count ,: 1900 6 ,1910 9, 1920 9, 
1930 9. 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Moab. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attendance 
tor remaining subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: MOab. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
be_een 1900-1930,: (See item. 3) 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increaaed between 1900-1930: 
Moab. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: 
None. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years 
1900 0, 1910 1, 1920 0, 1930 1, 1939 2. 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years 1900 6 ,1910 8, 1920 9 ,1930 8 • 
Table 11. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Iron County 
. and minor subdivisions at lO-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop enr. 1000 
Iron Countl 3456 3 .9 3933 3 .8 5787 8 1.4 7227 13 1.8 
Buckhorn 
- - - - - -
62 0 0 
- - -
Cedar City 1530 2 2. 1802 3 1.,6 2557 5 1.9 3893 10 2.6 
Gold Springs 
- - - 45 0 0 4 0 0 - - -
Enooh 58 0 0 67 0 0 166 0 0 161 0 0 
Hamlin 
- - - - - - - - -
85 0 0 
Iron Springs 
- - -
-
- - - - - -
81 0 0 
Kanarra 225 1 5. 249 0 0 326 0 0 279 o· 0 
Lund 
- - -
24 0 0 148 0 0 191 0 0 
Modena 
- - - 49 0 0 129 0 0 131 _ 0 0 
New Castle -
- - - - - -
140 0 0 141 0 0 
Paragonah 358 0 0 399 0 0 449 3 6.6 485 3 6.1 
Parawon 1039 0 0 1156 0 0 1641 0 0 1623 0 0 
state Line 166 0 0 35 0 0 11 0 0 - - -
Summit 135 0 0 107 0 0 154 0 0 157 0 0 
1939 
A.C. 
enr. 
28 
0 
23 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
l\) 
w 
- $ 
Table 11 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county for 1900 7 ,1910 10 ,1920 ,12 
1930 11. 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Cedar City 
and Paragonah. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attend-
ance from remaining 9 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Cedar City, Kanarra, and Paragonah. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: No attendance from remaining 9 subdivisions. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: 
Cedar City and Paragonah. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: 
Kanarra. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 2 ,1910 1 ,1920 2 ,1930 2 ,1939 3 • 
9. - Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval years: 
1900 5 ,1910 9 ,,1920 10 ,1930 9 • 
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Table 12. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Juab County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
---------- ----- --
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
J'uab Countl 10082 2 .2 10702 9 .8 9871 14 1.4 8605 13 1.5 55 
Cal10a 
- - - - - -
116 0 0 262 0 0 0 
Eureka 3325 a 0 3829 0 0 3908 1 .3 3216 ·1 .3 4 
Levan 614 0 0 752 0 0 708 0 0 644 0 0 24 
Mammoth 1828 0 0 1828 3 1.5 1125.·· 0 0 740 0 0 0 
Mills 
- - - - - -
78 0 0 123 0 0 o ' 
Mona 469 0 0 467 0 0 408 0 0 471 0 0 0 
Nephi 2562 2 .8 2954 6 2. 2699 13 4.8 2798 12 4.3 27 
Silver City 918 0 0 549 a 0 689 0 0 278 0 0 0 
Fish Springs 216 0 0 
- - - - - - - - - -
Trout Creek 
- - - - - - - - -
63 0 0 0 
Goshute 
- - - - - -
140 0 0 
- - -
0 
J'uab 345 0 a 107 0 0 - - - - - - 0 
l\) 
VI 
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Table 12 ~ont1nued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 8, 1910 7 J 1920 9, 
1930 9. 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Nephi 4.3, 
Eureka .3. 
3. Local subdivisions with low •• t attendance rate in 1930: No attendance 
trom the remaining 7 subdivisions. 
4. Looal subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900~1930: ~.phi, Eureka, Mammoth. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: No attendance fram the remaining 9 subdivisioa. 
in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: 
Eureka and Nephi. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: 
None. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years 
1900 1 J 1910 2, 1920 2, 1930 2, 1939 3. 
9. Number ot local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years 1900 7, 1910 5, 1920 7, 1930 7. 
Table 13. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enro1~ent per 1000 of population for Kane County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
_ .. __ ._---------- ----_ .. - -
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 
Kane County 1811 2 1.1 1652 5 2.3 2054 5 2.5 2235 3 1.3 
Kanab 710 2 2.9 733 4 5.7 1102 1 .9 1195 1 .7 
Mt. Carmel 137 0 0 131 0 0 143 0 0 133 0 0 
Orderville 418 0 a 380 0 0 378 4 10. 439 1 3. 
Glendale 319 0 0 244 0 0 250 0 0 239 0 0 
Alton 106 0 0 98 1 10. 169 0 0 193 1 5. 
Johnson 90 0 0 66 0 0 12 0 0 36 0 0 
Pahreah 31 0 0 - - - - - - - - -
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 1--,1910 6 ,1920 6 ;1930~ 
1939 
A.C. 
enr. 
14 
12 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Kanalh, 7. ,Orderville 3.0 , Alton 5.0 • 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: Mt. Carmel, Glendale, Johnson, sent no· 
students. 
4. Local subdi vis ions which maintained the highest attendance rate between 1900-1930: Kanab, Order-
ville, and Alton. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate between 1900-1930: (See item 3) 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: Orderville, Alton. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: Kanab. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 1900 1 
1930 2-.,1939 __ 2 • -
,19l0 _,L,1920-2 , 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval years: 1900 6 ,1910 4 ,1920 4 
1930 ~ • -
1\) 
-....J 
Table 14. Population, U.S.A.C enrol1ment,and enrollment per 1000 of population 
for Millard County and minor subdivisions at lO-year intervals (1900-1930) 
--
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 
Millard County 5678 2 .4 6118 4 .6 8659 20 2.3 9945 13 1.3 
Abraham . 154 0 0 145 0 0 210 0 0 255 0 0 
Black Rock 61 0 0 52 0 0 41 0 0 72 0 0 
Berbank 153 0 0 41 0 0 28 0 0 37 0 0 
Clear Creek 100 0 0 56 0 0 35 0 0 60 a 0 
Delta 
-
0 0 
- - - 1485 11 7.3 1898 8 4.2 
Deseret 506 1 2. 1;1.4 0 0 463 9 18. 411 0 0 
Fillmore 1104 1 1 1202 1 .82 1545 0 0 1473 0 0 
Flowe1l 
- - - - - - - - -
185 0 0 
Gandy 
- - - - - - - - -
65 0 0 
Garrison 
- - -
88 0 0 109 0 0 90 0 0 
Greenwood-
- - - - - - - - -
19 0 0 
Hinckley 
- - -
624 1 1.7 953 0 0 802 2 2.5 
Holden 472 0 0 481 1 2. 642- 0 0 494 2 2. 
Kanosh 665 0 0 618 0 0 683 0 0 674 0 0 
Leamington 239 0 0 290 0 0 336 0 0 356 0 0 
Lynndyl 
- - -
113 0 0 M8 0 0 495 0 0 
McCormick 343 0 0 375 0 0 - - - 90 0 0 
Malone 
- - - - - - 39 0 0 12 a 0 
Meadow 
-
- - - - -
450 0 0 429 0 0 
Oak City 249 0 0 293 0 0 326 0 0 380 1 3.5 
Oasis 248 0 0 245 0 0 307 0 0 364 0 0 
Scipio 606 0 0 553 1 2. 543 0 0 565 0 0 
Southerland 
- - - - - -
446 0 0 438 0 0 
Woodrow 
- - - - - - 455 0 0 281 0 0 
Smithville 89 0 0 69 0 0 79 0 0 
- - -
1939 
A.C. 
enr. 
58 
0 
0 
0 
0 
20 
0 
9 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
8 
1 
5 
2 
0 
0 
1 
:3 
1 
5 
0 
0 
0 
1\,) 
()",l. 
Table 14 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 14 ,1910 17 ,1920 21. 
1930 24 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Delta 4.2 , 
Hinckley 2.5 t Holden 2.0 , Oak City 3.5 • 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attend-
ance from remaining 20 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900~1930: Delta, Deseret, Fillmore, Hinckley, Holden, Oak 
City, SCipio. 
,. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: No attendance from remaining 18 subdivisions 
in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions Whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Delta, Hinckley, Holden, Oak City. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Fillmore, Deseret. 
a. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 2 ,1910 4 ,1920 2 ,1930 4 ,1939 11. 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years 1900 12 ,1910 13 ,1920 19 ,1930 20 • 
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Table ~. Population t U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Morgan County 
and minor subdivisions at lO-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 19-30 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Pen A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. anr. 1000 
Morsan County 2045 4 2. 2467 2 .8 2542 6. 2.4 2536 11 4.4 
Canyon Creek ;24 0 0 465 0 0 439 0 0 404 0 0 
Craydon 185 0 0 539 0 0 392 0 0 441 0 0 
Milton 279 0 0 271 0 0 268 0 0 270 0 0 
Morgan 755 4 .5 915 2 2.2 1131 1 .9 1113 8 7.2 
Peterson 302 0 0 277 0 0 312 5 16.6 308 2 6.6 
Devils Slide 
- - - - - - - - -
404 1 2.5 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 2 t1910 5 ,1920 5 ,1930~ • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest att"endanoe rate in 1930: Morgan 7.2 " Peterson 6.6 , Devils 
Slide 3..!..2 • --
3. Looal sucdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: Canyon Creek t Craydon, Milton, had no 
attendanoe. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate between 1900-1930: Morgan, 
Peterson, Devils Slide. 
enr. 
13 (--
0 
0 
0 
8 
3" 
2 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate between 1900-1930: (See item 3) 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: Morgan. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: None. 
8. NUmber of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 1900 1 ,1910 ~ t1920? , 
1930 2-,1939---2. 
9. Number of" local subdivisions which sent no students in interval years: 1900 4 ,1910 4 ,1920 3 • 
1930 2 • 
\.).} 
a 
Table 16. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Piute County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C~ Per Go. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Piute County 1950 0 0 1734 2 1.2 2770 2 .7 1956 3 1.5 4 
Circleville 538 a 0 523 0 0 586 2 4. 541 0 0 1 
Greenwich 
- - -
113 0 0 217 0 0 139 0 0 0 
J"unction - . 249 a 0 423 0 0 389 ·0 0 389 0 0 2 
Kingston . 109 0 0 178 1 0.5 .166 a 0 240 0 0 0 
Kimberly 104 0 0 8 0 0 3 0 0 - - - 0 
Marysvale 435 0 0 495 1 1.6 975 0 0 647 3 4.6 1 
Alumite 
- - - - - - 485 0 0 - - - 0 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 2--,1910 6 ,1920 7 ,1930--2 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Marysvale 4.6. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rata in 1930: Circleville, Greenwich, Kingston, Junction. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate between 1900-1930: Circleville, 
Marysvale, Kingston. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate between 1900-1930: Greenwioh, ~unctlon. 
Kimberly, Alumite, sent no students in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increase4 between 1900-1930: Marysvale. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate deoreased between 1900-1930: None. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 1900 0 ,1910 2 ,1920 1 • 
1930 1--,1939--2 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval years: 1900 ; ,l9l0 4 ,1920 6 • 
1930 ~ • 
'vJ 
I-' 
Table 17. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Rich County 
and minor subdivisions at lO-year intervals (1900-1930) 
--~.~ ---~.~ --_.--- --- ---- -------- ----'-_.,- -- _ ... --_ .. __ . ,-,---,--------, -_ .. ".- .:'.'" . ,-- ',. 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per 
subdivision pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 
Rich County 1946 2 1. L883 5. 2.6 1890 3 1.5 1873 15 8. 
Argyle 
- - -
132 0 a 48 0 0 
- - -
Garden Oity 212 1 5. 328 1 3.3 337 0 0 379 4 10. 
Laketown 245 1 4. 218 4 18.2 290 0 0 297 6 20. 
Randolph 821 0 0 701 0 0 744 1 1.3 594 4 6.7 
Meadowcreek 100 0 0 11 0 0 31 0 0 
- - -
Round Valley 81 0 0 126 0 0 74 0 0 77 0 0 
Sageville 
- - - - - - - - -
122 . 0 0 
Woodruff 487 0 0 367 a 0 366 2 5. 404 1 2.5 
- .. - - ---- - - ---_ .. _--- - ... - .. -.-,---.- .. -,----.-------~.--. -_ ... - --.-~--~~ - -.-- - --
- .. ~-
1939 
A.C. 
enr. 
24 
0 
3 
11 
10 
0 
0 
0 
0 
VJ 
l\) 
Table 17 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 6 ,1910 7 ,1920 7, 
1930 6 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Laketown 
20 ,Garden City 10 ,Randolph 6.7, Woodruff 2.5 • 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: Round 
Valley, and Sagevi11e had no attendance. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
~tween 1900-1930: Garden City and Laketown. 
33 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: No other enrollment in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Laketown. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Garden City. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 2 ,1910 2 ,1920 2 ,1930 4 ,1939 3. 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval years: 
1900 4 ,1910 5 ,1920 5 _1930 2. 
Table 18. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Salt Lake County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 92 1 0 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subd i vi s ions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Salt Lake County 77?25 15 .2 131426 43 .3 159282 81 .5 194102 76 .4 224 
Salt Lake City 53531 13 .3 92777 32 .3 118110 55 .5 140267 63 .4 143 
Jordan 575 1 1 
Sandy 1663 2 2. 7 3.2 2 9 
Murray 3302 2 .6 1 .3 12 2.7 3 19 
Midvale 1 .3 1 11 
Riverton 628 2 9 
Magna 2 12 
Taylorsville 3 
Bingham 1872 3 1.3 1 .2 2 3 
Garfield 1 7 
Granger 617 4 1 
Draper 989 1 2 6 
Bachus 1 
Holladay 2 
Big Cottonwood 1045 
Bluffdale 322 
Brighton 230 
Butler 450 
Crescent 1.(20 
Mill Creek 442 
East Mill Creek 2496 
Farmers 2200 
Ft. Herriman 262 
Granite 178 
Hunter 364 
Little 
Cottonwood 110 
Mountain Dell 325 
south Jordan 859 
West Jordan 1733 
w ~ 
Table 18 continued. (1) 
County 1900 
and 
subdivisions 
Co. A.C. Per 
pop. enr. 1000 
North Point 65 
Pleasant Green 465 
Silver 45 
Sugar House 1780 
Union 757 
1910 
Co. A.C. Per 
pop. enr. 1000 
Co. 
pop. 
1920 
A.C. Per 
enr. 1000 
Co. 
pop_ 
1930 
A.C. Per 
enr. 1000 
1939 
A.C. 
enr. 
(1) The population of Salt Lake County subdivisions 1s listed by precinct number rather than name, 
for 1910, 1920, and 1930, making it Unpossible to tabulate a complete list. 
VJ 
\J'\ 
Ta1b:J.e 18 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 28 ,1910 ? ,1920 ? 
1930 ? • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Salt Lake 
City and Murray. 
3. Local subdivis ions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: Many sub-
divisions sent no students. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Salt Lake City and Murray. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: ? 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Salt Lake City. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 2 ,1910 7 ,1920 7 ,1930 B ,1939 12 • 
9. NUmber of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 26 ,1910 ? ,1920? ,1930? • 
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Table 19. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for San Juan County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
----- -------~ -.--~---
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pOll_· enr. 1000 pop. anr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. , enr. 1000 enr. 
San Juan Countl 1023 0 0 2377 6 2.5 3379 3 .8 3496 1 .4 18 
Bluff 315 0 0 1059 0 0 382 0 0 1300 0 0 0 
LaSal 97 0 0 39 0 0 287 0 0 211 a 0 0 
Monticello 180 0 0 375 5 25. 768 3 3.7 763 1 1.3 5 
Blanding 
- - -
385 0 0 1072 0 0 1001 0 o. 13 
Indian Creek 53 0 0 26 0 0 6 0 0 - - - 0 
Lockerby 
- - - - - - 187 0 0 114 0 0 0 
Boulder 
-
- - - - -
86 0 0 
- - -
0 
Cedar Point 
- - - - - - 54 0 0 59 0 0 0 
Navajo 160 0 0 493 0 0 537 0 0 - - - 0 
SUJl1Il1it 
- - - - - - - - -
48 0 0 0 
Verdure 
-
- -
? 1 ? 
-
- - - - -
0 
\.JJ 
-....:t 
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Table 19 continued. 
1. Number ot subdivisions in the count7: 1900 5. 1910 6. 1920 g. 
1930 7. 
2. Local subdivisions with the highest attendance rate in 1930: 
Monticello 1.3. 
3. Loo&1 subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930s No attendance 
tor remaining 7 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rat. 
between 1900-1930: Monticello and Blanding. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: No attendance from the remaining subdivisions 
in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increa •• d between 1900-1930: 
Montiaello. L.-.~"-' .-
7. Looal subdiVisions whose attendance rate deerea.ed between 1900-1930: 
None. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years 
1900 0, 1910 2 t 1920 1. 1930 1 ,1939 2. 
t. Number of local subdivisions which Bent no students in interval years 
1900 5, 1910 4. 1920 S. 1930 6. 
Table 20. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment,and enrollment per 1000 of population for Sanpete County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
--
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co~ A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
San;Eete County 16313 8 .5 16704 20 1.2 17505 31 1.8 16022 27. 1.6 91 
Axtell 
- - - - - - - - -
266 0 0 0 
Freedom 
- - -
124 ·1 10. 102 1 10. - - - 0 
Centerfield 
- - -
·841 0 0 1139 0 0 773 0 0 4 
Chester 270 a 0 279 a 0 2;6 0 0 171 0 0 0 
J£phriam 2203 1 .45 3389 2 .8 2287 5 2.2 2076 5 2.5 16 
Fairview 1634 0 0 1530 2 1.3 1559 6 3.7 1400. 2 1.4 9 
Fayette 290 0 0 209 0 0 261 0 0 260 0 0 
° Ft. Green 909 0 0 875 2 2.2 1169 1 .8 lQ37 1 1 8 
Gunnison 1717 0 0 1045 0 0 1426 I .7 1396 0 0 6 
Indianola 119 1 10. 127 a 0 222 a 0 114 0 0 0 
Manti 2425 3 1.3 2437 3 1.3 2420 6 2.5 2240 9 4. 16 
Mayfield 469 0 0 501 1 2. 550 0 0 508 0 0 2 
Milburn 213 0 0 163 0 0 146 0 0 
- - -
0 
Moroni 1451 0 0 1342 1 .8 1526 5 3.3 1385 5 3.6 9 
Mt.P1easant 2816 2 .7 2803 '3 1. 2738 11 4.7 2628 4 1.5 14 
Spring City 1187 1 1. 1235 3 1.5 1106 1 .9 1050 1 1. 1 
Sterling 335 0 0 299 0 0 288 0 0 - - - 3 
Wales 331 0 0 335 0 0 318 0 0 - - - 2 
Santaquin 
- - - -
2 ? 
-
- - - - -
0 
Koosharen - - - - 2 ? - - - - - - 1 
\J.) 
-..0 
Table 20 continued. 
1. NUmber of subdivisions in the county: 1900 15 ,1910-f~,1920 17 
1930 14 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Moroni 
3.6 J Ephraim 2.5 , Fairview 1.4 , Mt. Pleasant 1.5 ,Manti 4., 
Gunnison 1. ,Spring City 1. • 
3. Local subdi ,,!isions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attend-
ance for remaining 7 subdivisions. 
4.-' Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Mt. Pleasant, Manti, Ephraim, Spring City. 
5. Local subdi vis ions which mainta ined the lowest att endance rate 
between 1900-1930: Fairview, Ft. Green, Gunnison, Mayfield, 
Moroni, no attendance from remaining 11 subdivisions, in 1900. 
6. ' Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: 
Ephraim, FairView, Ft. Green, Manti, Moroni, Mt. Pleasant. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: 
None. 
8. Number of local subdiVisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 5 ,1910 10 ,1920 8 ,1930 7 ,1939 13 • 
40 
9. Number of local subdi vis ions whic.h sent no students in interval years: 
1900 10 - ,1910 8 ,1920 9 ,1930 7 • 
Table 21. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment/and enrollment per 1000 of population for Sevier County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) . . 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 anr. 
Sevier County 8451 2 .2 9775 18 1.8 11281 5 .4 11199 22 1.9 74 
Annabella 378 0 0 331 0 0 345 .0 0 335 0 0 3 
Auroa 385 1 2.5 409 0 0 615 0 0 638 0 0 3 
Burrvil1e 244 0 0 98 0 0 89 0 0 63 0 0 0 
Central 291 0 0 240 0 0 233 0 0 277 0 0 0 
Cove 
- - -
184 0 0 126 0 0 198 0 0 0 
Elsinore 775 0 0 869 5 5.5 843 1 1.3 819 0 0 2 
Glenwood 549 0 0 393 6 15. 364 0 0 401 0 0 1 
Joseph 625 0 0 434 0 0 402 0 0 373 0 0 1 
Sharon 
- - -
287 0 0 373 0 0 331 0 0 2 
Monroe 1379 0 0 1553 6 4. 1719 1 .6 1640 4 2.5 4 
Redmond 482 0 0 569 0 0 678 0 0 627 3 s. : ;·'3 
Riohfield 1998 0 0 2602 1 .4 3303 3 .9 3174 5 1.6 29 
Salina 1Q~07 0 0 1186 0 0 1415 0 0 1605 3 1.8 4 
Sigurd ? 1 ? 
- - -
296 0 0 293 0 0 4 
Venice ..., 
- -
231 0 0 775 0 0 307 3 10. 6 
Vermillion 275 0 0 380 0 0 169 0 0 118 0 1 0 
Senier - - - - - - - - - ? 4 ? 1 
t: 
Table 21 con~inued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 12 ,1910 15 ,1920 16 
1930 16. 
2. Local subdivisions with the highest attendance rate in 1930: Venice 
10. ,Redmond 5. t Monroe 2.5 ,Richfield 1.6, Salina 1.8. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: Remaining 
11 subdivisions show no attendance. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Monroe, Richfield, and Elsinore. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintai ned the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Aurea, and Sigurd. All ethers show no attend-
ance for 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: (Same as item Z) 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Sigurd and Auroa. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 2 ,1910 4 ,1920 3 ,1930 6 ,1939 13 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 10 ,1910 11 ,1920 13 t 1930 10. 
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Table 22. Population, U.S.A.C. enrol1ment,and enrollment per 1000 of population for Summit County and 
minor subdivisions at lO-year intervals (1900-1930) 
_._., - ---
- ---- - ~~ -----~-.--~.-.----.----
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A. C. :eer Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdi vision pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Surmni t County 9439 4 .4 8200 12 1.5 7862 15 1.9 9527 14 1.5 42 
Beaver Creek 
- - - - - - - - -
III 0 0 0 
Castle Rock 160 2 10. 131 0 0 106 0 0 134 0 0 0 
Coalville 1252 0 0 1445 0 0 965 1 1.1 1166 6 5. 13 
Echo 179 0 0 144 0 0 146 0 0 457 1 1.7 0 
Francis 
- - -
184 0 0 234 0 0 226 0 0 0 
Henefer 348 0 0 413 0 0 405 0 0 469 1. 2. 1 
Hoytsvil1e 400 0 0 368 4 10. 345 0 0 343 0 0 2 
Kamas 440 0 0 418 7 17.5 563 4 6.7 558 2 3.3 5 
Marion ~ 1$7 0 0 128 0 0 170 0 0 172 1 5. 2 
Oakley 335 0 0 249 0 0 365 3 7.5 371 0 0 3 
Park City 4325 2 .5 3643 1 .. 3 3548 4 1. 4538 1 . .2 10 
Parleys Lake 399 0 0 155 0 0 195 0 0 125 0 0 0 
Peoa 324 0 0 263 0 0 207 2 10. 211 0 0 2 
Rockport 147 0 0 116 0 0 101 0 0 109 0 0 0 
Upton 303 0 0 247 0 0 174 0 0 129 0 0 2 
Wanship : .. :J..19 0 0 169 0 0 174 1 5. 205 1 5. 1 
Woodland 461 0 0 127 0 0 164 0 0 193 0 0 1 
Joseph 
- - - - - - -
- - ? 1 ? 0 
+-\..J,.) 
Table 22 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 15 ,1910 16 ,1920 16 
1930 17 • 
2. Local subdivisions ~vith the highest attendance rate in 1930: Coal-
ville 5. ,Marion 5. ,Wanship 5. , Kamas 3.3 ,Henefer 2. • 
3. Local subdivisions with the lowest attendance rate. in 1930: Park 
City and Echo. Remaining 8 subdivisions show no enrollment. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Park City is the only subdivision. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintai ned the lowest at'tendance rate 
between 1900-1930: No attendance from 13 subdivisions in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased-between 1900-
1930: None. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Castle Rock, and Park City. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval 
years: 1900 2 ,1910 3 ,1920 6 ,1930 8 ,1939 11 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 13 ,1910 13 ,1920 10 ,1930 9. 
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Table 23. Population, U.S.A.C.enrollmen~ and enrollment per 1000 of population for Tooele County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
-- -- ---
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C.Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop_ enr.1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Tooele County 7361 6 .7 7924 9 1.1 7967 19 2.4 9413 18 1.2 40 
Tooele 1261 6 4.6 2841 4 1.4 3619 11 3. 5160 13 2.5 35 
B~te8vi11e 183 0 0 188 0 0 183 0 0 - - - 0 
Grant Bvil1 e 1267 0 0 1489 5 3.3 1201 8· 6.7 1418 5 3.6 2 
Lake Point 
- - - 179 0 0 196 0 0 299 0 0 0 
Erda 
- - - - -
- - - - 151 0 0 0 
Lake View 220 0 0 263 0 0 179 0 0 254 0 0 0 
St • .Tohn 194 0 0 138 0 0 116 0 0 135 0 0 2 
Mercer 2507 0 0 1094 0 0 
- - - -
- -
0 
Sol duro 
-
0 0---
- -
- 194 0 0 - - - 0 
Clover 179 0 0 137 0 0 166 0 0 128 0 0 0 
Mill 192 0 0 53 0 0 61 0 0 - - - 0 
Vernon 196 0 0 365 0 0 275 0 0 341 0 0 0 
Ophir 295 a 0 283 0 0 593 0 0 232 0 0 1 
Stockton 443 0 0 340 0 0 294 0 0 473 0 0 6 
Deep Creek 120 0 0 256 0 0 353 0 0 152 0 0 0 
Josepa 
- - - 187 0 0 65 0 0 91 0 0 0 
Wendover 
- - - - - -
180 0 0 205 0 0 0 
Gold Hill 
- -
- - -
-
167 0 0 72 0 0 0 
Burmester 
- - - - - -
159 0 0 164 0 0 0 
Topliff 
- - - - - - - - -
58 0 0 0 
Sunshine 84 0 0 III 0 0 104 0 0 .-
- -
0 
- ---- - -
----
-- ,- ,_._,----- - . __ .- ----.----
~ 
\...n 
Table 23 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 13 ,1910 15 ,1920 18 
1930 16. 
2. Local subdivisions with the highest attendance rate in 1930: Grants-
ville 3.6 , Tooele 2.5 • 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attend-
ance from remaining 14 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Tooele, Grantsville. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: (See item 3) 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Grantsville. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Tooele. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 1 ,1910 2 ,1920 2 ,1930 2 ,1939 4 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 12 ,1910 13 ,1920 16 ,1930 14. 
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Table 24. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Uintah County and 
)ninor subdivisions' at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
, " 
, . 
C,ounty 1900 " 1910 ' , 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C., Per Co. A.C. Pe~ . ..r' Co. A~a. Per Co. ~ A.G. Per A.C. 
subdivisions , pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr.'lOOO ' pop~ 'anr. 1000 , ,pop. enr. 1000, onr. 
, . 
Uintah County , ~458 3 .-" ' 7050 3 : .'4 ,; B470 8' .9 "9035 '13 ' 1.4 32 
River Dale ., 459 0 0 " 376., 0 .0 499 0 '0 - -: - - 0 
Davis 
-
" 409 0 0 395 0 0 0 ' . .. - - '- - -
Dragon 13$' 0 0 289 '0 ,0 1J39 0 0 452 0 0 0 
Hayden 
- - -
' ~-
- ' "':' 182 0 0 373 0 0 ", 0 -, 
Hill Creek ' -
- - - -
.... ,. : 106 0 0, " 
' -
- -
0 
.. 
:rensen 
-
~ 
- - - - -
,- ~ 415 1 2.5 0 
Mone1a 
- - - ~96 0 0 - - - - - - 0 
LaPoint ' " 1', ,1 l' 57~, 0 0 O· -' - - - - ,-
Dry' Gulch 
- - -
-', 
: 
- -
300 0 0 .- - 0 .,. ~ . 
Moffot - - - t-" ... - - ~,' ,1 ? ,387 a 0 0 
Linwood 
- - -
96' 0 0 ~ 
-
~ 
- - -
0 
" ' 
Mt. Dell 300 0 0 ~,8J" 0 " 0 156 0 '0 85 0, 0 0 
Na.ples, 779 0 0 769 0 '0 605 0 0 " 518, , 0 0 '0 ' 
Ashley' 1632 2 1.3 1001· a 0 1128 0 0 ' 1170 0 0 0 
Ouray 
- - -
.... ~ ~ . 
- 1189 1 ,1. 335 r 3.3 0 
Randlett 
- - -
1066: ,,' 0 ,·0 " 765 0 0 409 0 0 1 
Vernal 664 1 1.4 '1~1 3 2.1, 2312 5" ; 2. , 2344 8· 3.5' 31.: 
, ,. 
? 1 ? '0 Roosevelt 
- -
-' - - - - - -
White Rock. 
- - - 1349 0 0 232 '0 0 784 0 0 0 
Willow 
- - - - -
-~ -'- - - - '228 0 0 o ' 
Wilson 
- - - - -
~-~ .;." , 
- - - 500 0 0 0 ,', 
WoodS 
-
... 
- - -
~"'l;~~, - - - 61 0 0 0 " 
Leota ""!' - - ... -j- ... ~~':' ~~.~ ... " - - - ? 2 ? 0 I ' , 
, ' 
" , 
-. ~ 
Table 24 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 6 ,1910 10 ,1920 13 
1930 18 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Vernal ~, 
Ouray 3;4 ,~ensen 2.5. 
3. Local subdiVisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attend-
ance from remaining 15 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest atte~dance rate 
between 1900-1930: Vernal, Ouray, Jensen. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: See item no. 3. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 
1900-1930: Vernal, Ouray, ~ensen. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 
1900-1930: None. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval 
years:1900 2 ,1910 1 ,1920 2 ,1930 3 ,1939' 2 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 4 ,1910 9 ,1920 11 ,i930 15 • 
48 
Table 25. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment,and enrollment per 1000 of population for Utah County and 
minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivision pop_ enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop_ enr. 1000 enr. 
Utah County 32456 6 .2 37942 17 .4 40792 74 1.2 49021 57 1.2 168 
Alpine 520 0 0 585 0 0 529 1 2. 548 0 0 0 
American Fork 2732 3 1.1 3220 7 2.2 3290 7 2.1 3641 3 .8 24 
Benjamin 661 0 1 580 0 0 575 0 0 619 0 0 0 
Cedar Fort 218 0 0 238 0 0 178 0 0 177 0 0 0 
Clinton 150 0 0 134 0 0 50 0 0 116 0 0 0 
Colton 49 0 0 194 0 0 107 0 0 53 0 0 0 
Dividend 
- - - - - - - - - 499 0 0 a 
Elberta 
- - - - - -
300 0 0 278 0 0 1 .. 
Yairfield 95 0 0 279 . 0 0 168 0 0 129 0 0 0 
Genola 
- - - - - -
194 0 0 321 0 0 0 
Goshen 645 0 0 873 0 0 662 0 0 780 0 0 4 
Highland 195 0 0 171 0 0 247 0 0 277 1 6.7 0 
Lakeshore 582 0 0 528 0 0 457 0 0 482 0 6 0 
Lakeview 276 0 0 344 0 0 391 0 0 465 0 0 0 
Lehi 3033 1 .3 3344 2 .6 3531 8 2.3 3281 4 1.2 21 
Mosida 
- - - - - - 67 a 0 - - - 0 Mapleton 584 0 0 632 0 0 586 0 0 686 0 0 0 
Or em 
- - - -
~,.--
- - - -
1915 a 0 1 
Payson 2636 1 .3 2576 1 .4 3377 10 3.9 3458 11 3.1 19 
PI easent Grove 2460 0 0 2752 0 0 2833 3 1. 2777 9 3.2 16 
Tucker 211 0 0 373 a 0 40 0 0 - - - 0 Pleasant View 667 0 0 987 0 0 746 2 2.8 1082 0 0 0 
Provo 6185 1 .2 8925 6 .67 11305 16 1.5 14766 13 .88 33 
Salem 894 0 0 865 0 0 827 0 0" 849 0 0 5 
Santaquin 929 0 0 991 0 0 1052 1 2.7 1249 2 1.7 4 
Soldier Summit 0 1 ? 1 ? 87 0 0 0 
-
0 
- ~ -Spanish Fork 3327 0 0 3751 1 .3 4172 12 2.8 4509 4 .9 20 
Spring Lake 232 0 0 188 0 0 252 13 3.9 300 8 26.7 0 
Springville 3422 0 0 3506 0 0 3346 0 0 41.135 1 0 20 
Thistle 187 0 0 409 0 0 417 0 0 288 1 3.3 0 
Vineyard 398 0 0 "- J 435 0 0 560 0 0 543 0 0 0 
fD 
Table 25 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 25 .1910 25 .1920 28, 
1930 29 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Highland 
6.7 , Thistle 3.3 • Pleasant Grove 3.4, Payson 3.1, Spring Lake 
2. • 
3. Loaal subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: American 
Fork, Leh1, Provo, Santaquin, Spanish Fork. All others show no 
registration. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
, between 1900-1930: American Fork, Payson, and Lehi. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: No attendance from 21 subdivisions in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Labi, Payson, Provo. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: American Fork. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 4 ,1910 5 1920 11 ,1930 11 ,1939 12. 
50 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval years: 
1900 21 .1910 20 ,1920 17 ,1930 18. 
Table 26. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Wasatch County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000, pop. enr. 1600 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Wasatch Countl 4736 4 .8 8920 1 .1 4625 13 2.8 5636 16 2.9 35 
Bench Creek 139 0 
° 
112 0 0 85 0 0 - - - 0 
Center 307 a 0 311 0 0 182 0 0 196 0 0 a 
Charleston 490 0 0 525 0 0 453 0 0 467 0 0 0 
Daniels 328 0 0 297 0 0 365 0 0 315 0 0 0 
Heber 1725 2 1.2 2214 1 .4 2071 12 5.7 2762 12 4.3 25 
Xeetley 
- - - - - - - - -
288 0 0 0 
Midway 939 ? 2.2 1003 0 0 805 1 1.2 921 3 3.3 7 
Soldiers Summ1 t 
- - -
- - -
270 0 0 320 0 0 0 
Elkhorn 110 0 0 98 0 0 103 0 0 
- - -
0 
Wallsburg 528 0 0 493 0 0 391 0 0 367 1 2.5 1 
Rockville 
- - - - - - - - -
? 0 ? 2 
- -- -_._---
------- ------
----_ .. - ~-
Vl 
!-' 
Tab1e 26 continued. 
1. Number ot subdivisions in the county: 1900 e, 1910 e. 1920 9, 
1930 8. 
2. 'Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Heber 4.3, 
:Midway 3.3, Wellsburg 2.5. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No atten4ance 
trom remaining 5 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1g30: Heber 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendanoe,rate 
between 1900-1930; No attendance tor remaining subdivisions in 
1900. 
6. Looal subdivisions whose attendance rate increased betw.en 1900-1930: 
Heber, Midway, and Wallsburg. 
7. Looal subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: 
None. 
8. Num'ber of local Bubd! visions whioh sent students in interval years 
1900 2, 1910 1, 1920 2, 1930 3, 1939 4. 
9. Number ot loeal subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years 1900 6, 1910 7, 1920 7, 1930 5. 
52 , 
Table 27. Population, U.S.A.C.enrol1ment,tand enrollment per 1000 of population for Washington County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year ~nterva1s (1900-1930) 
------- -.-.-.--... ---~ .• ----, .. -
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.O. 
subdivisions pop. anr. 1000 pop. anr. 1000 p~op. anr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 anr. 
Washington Co. 4612 1 .2 5123 6 1.2 6764 19 2.8 7420 5 .7 ,32 
Bloomington 75 a 0 50 0 0 48 0 0 10 0 0 0 
Central 
-
- -
110 0 0 121 0 0 74 a . 0 0 
Enterprise 100 0 0 350 2 5.7 608 0 0 548 0 0 0 
Grafton 98 0 0 106 0 0 46 0 0 23 0 0 0 
Greenlock 100 0 0 112 0 0 115 0 0 139 0 0 0 
Hormany 119 0 0 105 0 0 157 0 0 169 0 0 0 
Hurricane 
- - -
366 1 2.5 1021 0 0 1209 2 1.7 1;1 
LaVerkin 
-
- -
120 0 0 173 0 0 236 0 0 2 
Leeds 248 0 0 148 0 0 211 0 0 220 0 0 0 
Mont aqua 
- - - - - - - - -
59 0 0 0 
Pine Valley 251 0 0 118 0 0 58 0 0 49 0 0 0 
Pinto 100 0 0 89 0 0 20 0 0 7 0 0 0 
Rockville 214 0 0 189 0 0 208 0 0 251 0 0 0 
st. George 1600 1 .63 1769 2 1.1 2271 15 6.5 2499 2 .8 16 
Santa Clara 249 0 0 293 1 2.5 305 4 1 .. 3 378 1 2.5 2 
Springville 144 0 0 186 0 0 204 0 0 351 q P 0 
Toq~ervil1 e 307 0 0 314 0 0 375 o. 0 339 0 0 0 
Veyo - - - - - - 79 0 0 167 0 0 0 
Vergin 269 0 0 136 0 0 212 0 0 202 0 Q 0 
Washington 529 0 0 465 0 0 464 0 0 490 0 0 1 
Shebit 109 0 0 97 0 0 68 0 0 .- - - 0 ~ .J '-
\Jt 
W 
Table Z7 continued 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 16 ,1910 19 ,1920 20, 
1930 18 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Hurricane 
1.7 ,Santa Clara 2.5,St. George .8. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: No attend-
ance from remaining 16 subdivisions. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-19-30: Santa Clara, St. George, Hurricane, Enterprise. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between ,1900-1930: No attendance from remaining 12 subdivisions 
for 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: 
St. George, HUrricane, and Santa Clara. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-1930: 
None. 
8. Nmnber of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years 
1900 1 ,1910 4 ,1920 2 ,1930 2 ,1939 5 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years 1900 15 ,1910 15 ,1920 18 ,1930 15. 
54 
Table 28. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment, and enrollment per 1000 of population for Wayne County 
and minor subdivisions at 10-year intervals (1900-1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Go. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr •. 1000 pop. enr. 1000 enr. 
Wayne County 1907 1 .5 1749 3 1.8 2097 2 .9 2067 2 1. 9 
Freemont 249 0 0 197 '0 
° 
231 0 0 230 0 0 0 
Loa 443 1 2.5 448 1 2.5 499 2 4. 492 2 4. 1 
Lyman 192 0 0 187 0 0 235 0 0 253 0 0 0. 
Bicknell 261 0 0 212 1 5. 298 0 0 311 0 0 2 
Teasdale 259 0 0 188 1 5. 267 ·0 0 224 0 0 :3 
Grover 85 0 0 73 0 0 52 0 0 73 0 0 0 
Torrey 
- - -
142 0 0 252 0 0 274 0 0 :3 
Fruita 46 0 0 , .46 0 0 44 0 0 39 0 0 0 
Cainville 131 0 0 38 0 0 67 0 0 71 0 0 0 
Hanksville 46 0 0 77 0 0 141 0 0 Bl 0 0 0 
Giles 134 0 0 89 0 0 
- - -
10 0 0 
° Notams 61 0 0 52 0 0 11 0 0 9 0 0 0 
\..Tl 
\..Tl 
Table 28 continued. 
1. Number ot subdivisions in the cOWltJ': 1900 11, 1910 12 t 1~20 12 J 
1930 12. 
2. Local subdivisions with hIghest attendance rate in 1930: Loa 4.0. 
3. Looal subdivisions with ~owest attendance in 1930; No attenlance 
tram remaining 11 subdiVisions. 
4. Looal subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Loa. 
~. Looal 8ubdilisiollS which maintainea the lowest rate of at'endance 
between 1900~1930: (See item 3) 
e. Local subdivisions whoae attendance rate increased between 1900-1930: 
Loa. 
7. Local.subdivisions whose attendance rate deerea.ed between 1900-1930: 
None. 
s. Number ot local subdivisions which sent students in interval Y'eare 
1900 1 t 1910 3 J 1920 1, 1930 1 t 1939 4. 
9. Number ot local subdivisions which sent no students in· intervals 
1900 10 J 1910 9 t 1920 11, 1930 11 • 
• 
Table 29. Population, U.S.A.C. enrollment',and enrollment per 1000 of population for Weber County and 
minor subdivisions at la-year intervals (1900~1930) 
County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1939 
and po. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per Co. A.C. Per A.C. 
subdivisions pop. enr. 1000 pop. enr. '1000 pop. enr. 1000 pop-. snr. 1000 enr. 
Weber County R5239 19 .8 35179 52 1.5 43463 72 1.7 52172 62 1.2 193 
Burch Creek 272 0 0 440 0 0 786 0 0 1383 0 1 0 
Eden 395 3 7.5 423 8 20. 355 3 7.5 321 2 6.7 0 
Fairmont 
- - - - -
- - -
- 271 0 0 0 
Farr West 304 0 0 333 0 0 390 0 0 368 0 0 0 
Harr i svil1 e 319 0 0 395 0 0 488 0 0 509 0 0 0 
Hooper 886 3 3.3 823 5 6.3 859 9 10. 911 3 3.3 4 
Huntsville 1022 1 1. 906 15 16.7 814 '8 10. 765 1 1.3 2 
Kanesvi11e 251 0 0 137 1 10. 274 0 0 . 308 0 0 0 
Liberty 274 0 0 275 0 0 252 0 0 281 0 0 0 
Marriott 250 0 0 
- - - - - -
294 0 0 0 
Ogden 16313 8 4.9 25580 21 .8 32804 49 1.5 41317 54 1.3 184 
Plain City 829 2 2.5 779 1 1.5 780 2 2.5 806 0 0 0 
Pleasant View 359 0 0 387 0 0 372 0 0 430 0 0 0 
Randall 
- - -
146 0 0 112 0 0 155 0 0 0 
Riverdale 282 0 0 353 0 0 526 0 0 659 1 1.4 2 
Roy 183 1 5. 447 0 0 558 1 1.7 670 1 1.4 1 
SlateYi11e 400 0 0 356 0 0 309 0 0 307 0 0 0 
Taylor 
- - - - - - 39i? 0 0 334 0 0 -.0 
Uinta 302 0 0 178 0 0 310 0 0 304 0 0 0 
Warren 276 0 0 433 1 2.5 392 0 0 653 0 0 0 
West Weber 822 1 1.2 823 0 0 379 .0 0 409 0 0 0 
Wilson 650 0 0 - 727 0 0 951 0 0 717 0 0 0 
North Ogden 850 0 a 879 0 0 1004 0 0 ? 0 0 0 
VI 
-..J 
Table 29 continued. 
1. Number of subdivisions in the county: 1900 23 ,1910 20 ,1920 21, 
1930 22 • 
2. Local subdivisions with highest attendance rate in 1930: Eden 6.7, 
Hooper 3.3,Riverdale 1.4 ,Roy 1.4 ,Ogden 1.3 • 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: Huntsville 
1.25 , No others represented. 
4. Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Eden, Hooper, Huntsville. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Ogden, Plain City, and Roy were low. No repre-
sentation from 17 subdivisions in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: Huntsville, Ogden. 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: Roy, Plain City, Eden, and West Weber. 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 7 ,1910 7 ,1920 6 ,1930 6 ,1939 5 • 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 16 ,1910 13 ,1920 15 ,1930 16 
58 
59 
Combined Data for All Counties (1) in Utah. 
1. Number of subdivisions in all counties: 1900 313 ,1910 330,1920 400, 
1930 405. 
2. Local subdivisions with the highest attendance rate in 1930: Logan, 
Cache County, 59.2, Newton, Cache County 21.4, Providence, Cache 
~ountyI6.2 ,Laketown, Rich County 20. , Richmond, Cache County 15.4. 
3. Local subdivisions with lowest attendance rate in 1930: There were 
no students registered from 287 subdivisions in 1930. In other 
words 70.8 per cent of the local subdivisions of Utah sent no students 
to college in 1930. 
4· Local subdivisions which maintained the highest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: Logan, Cache County; Wellsville, Cache County; 
Richmond, Cache County. 
5. Local subdivisions which maintained the lowest attendance rate 
between 1900-1930: There were 253 subdivisions with no students 
registered at the college in 1900. 
6. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate increased between 1900-
1930: 85 • 
7. Local subdivisions whose attendance rate decreased between 1900-
1930: 20 
8. Number of local subdivisions which sent students in interval years: 
1900 60 ,1910 96, 1920 102, 1930 122 ,1939 179. 
9. Number of local subdivisions which sent no students in interval 
years: 1900 253 ,1910 234, 1920 294, 1930 283 • 
(1) Data" from Salt Lake Countywere not available. 
SECTION II 
COUNTY ASPECTS OF STUDENT ATrENDANCI AT THE UTAH 
STATE AGRICULTORAL COLlEGE 
10, ... ' 
, . 
SEOl'IOB II' 
, f' " I I .... ~ .~r ~ " • I " .: < ' ., t· 
, OOUlflY ASPEOfS OF sroDIIri ~~_.ra\TBI UTAH 
Sr.:! AGRI~ COLQD.B 
:, , .. , -- , ". . 
:rro. the first year lBTestigat.ed, in thii\1 .tudy to the last, CaCh., ' 
S8.1.t Lak., Bo~ ElA.r. utah, 8'M w •• :r.,~unti •• have tllrrdshed the la-rga.t, 
nlm\lslers ot'.tuclen"te(table 30). S1nee:'1.920, the first periodstud1ed atter 
,.' ' , '- . 
th.l.schQO~ 'became a :ruI1-tle4ged eollege'. the •• ,·:e~ntle. hal'eeODsiatentl1' 
main1teiJled. • high it:a:roI1m.eDt an4with ~' exoept10;u have shown a steaC\r ill", 
orea8e in ~ers. The first '~ept.1QJl -came 1. 1.925 when e-.rollment from. 
, 8Ii.t ,tak •• ',Vt,all,' ,a.' , •• ber CO.Ut-'f~8, al~ll8 w1~h.~ ot 1;11.' -..u.er :(jJl"'~ 
deorea.efl" This l __ broUght 'a'bout by the 111 thclraWe.l. ot returned soldiers 
" '~ , 
who liad been 8i Ten "raiDing by the FedE:'ral 'GoTerninent :ro11C)w1:m.~he, close of 
-j the Wor14 "'r. "The year l.9.2Oshowed • ,peat .r.g1strat1en o~ yeae:Nl. men.. , 
Bttr1Dg this 7ea.r the total. enrol1me,~t at the College reached. 1140 'students. 
... _"~~_ - f.-
In 1.925 tlae total was only 104:9. The aecoM exception, the fall regis-
tration trom Ca,ohe Counti7, di8tll~,~ed '.' '4 .. r88.8e 'ot ~07stud8Ii1is. This COD-
41tion _slDrouptabtout by an,1rier.Hi efficiency in registration methods 
. , , 
.at the Callege whioh., enab.l.e4 ~ •• ~eg+s:t~r8 to aocurately ascertain the 
preper ~.si.de~. of ._ ~ea.t,s_~r'of studellts \tha olaimed 'J.opD.as 'their 
'" - ,.' . ~ , ., .' ..... ~.. . - -
1egal . residence, Bot real! ziD& the imporianoe to College t11es ot 
misl.ead1ng iDfo:rma1;1.oD.. 
!Jext in importee. in actual. ntuabers registered He: Beaver, Darts, 
,sBnpete, JUab ,Millard, WaSatch, ,and' Washington Count!,e •• With a popula-
tion sman..r than the 5 CO~llt:c.8 first mentio'D:ed. thea. -?Ie. sent increaS-
ing n.umbers of students, to the Oollege year after year. 
OBe wou1d expect, to ,find s1t~111ty in registration from the couJlt1es 
,in eI.ose~ prox1m1ty"' to the. Oo~.le. 'Box Elder showed in 1900, .22 stUdents 
"regis't;erecl. 1faoh year since ~.h __ beeJl steady" until in 19-39, 217 students 
61 
Ta..ble 30. Attendance. of men and women students at 5-year intervals since 1900 
by counties, Utah State .Agricultural College (1) 
. 
. 
Attend ... ce numbers by years 
1900 1905 1910 1915 1920 1925 1930 1935 1939 
Counties M·'W M W If W" II VI M W M - if K W M W M W 
Beaver 0 0 4 0 4 3 7 2 2 0 6 6 8 1 16 8 30 5 
BoxElder 13 9 12 9 2'1 16 21 11 40 11 48 34 81 56 127 48 155 62 
Cache 105 43 108 56 275 131 278 147 339"158 380 209 474 290 593 395 536 355 
Carbon 3 2 4 d 2 2 1 1 20 4 0 5 0 5 4 10 .3 
Daggett 0 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Davis 6 4 6 6 14 2 11 6 11 4: 24 . '1 2' 13. 61 32 57 19 
, Duchesne 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 7 0 0 0 3 2 11 3 22 1 
Emery 0 0 1 0 8 0 12 4 2 1 2 2 2 0 9 5 25 11 
Garfield 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 3 1 3 2 1 1 8 1 4 1 
GraDd a 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 '1 7 '1 3 
Iron .3 0 0 0 2 1 4 4 5 3 2 1 6 7 17 11 14 14 
~uab 2 0 3 0 8 1 4 a 10 4 19 11 6 7 24 10 42 13 
Kane 2 0 1 0 3 2 5 2 4 1 0 6 3 0 3 0 12- 2 
Millard 2 0 3 0 4 a 12 2 17 3 6 2 11 2 29 9 45 13 
Morgan 4 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 5 1 3 1 8 3 13 9 5 8 
Piute a '0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 1 0 3 0 2 3 3 1 
Rich 1 1 0 0 0 a 2 0 3 0 3 1 7 8 19 8 18 6 
.Salt Lake 14 1 13 4 34 9 42 27 65 16 52 17 52 24 142 51 162 62 
San Juan a 0 0 0 4 2 a 0 1 2 0 0 a 1 11 5 11 7 
Sanpete 8 0 21 0 17 3 8 2 22 9 13 8 21 6 40 3 72 19 
Sevier 0 2 1 1 14 4 12 4 4 1 7 3 18 4 57 19 60 14 
Summit 4 0 7 1 6 6 8 4 13 2 9 4 10 4 13 11 28 16 
Tooele 6 0 5 0 9· 0 5 3 15 4 7 1 13 5 24 12 36 4 
Uintah 5 O· 2 0 3 a 1 0 8 0 6 2 11 2 26 8 26 6 
Utah 5 1 10 2 16 1 45 16 58 16 18 2 40 17 89 28 i28 41 
Wasatch 2 0 0 0 1 0 17 3 8 5 4 2 11 5 20 1 27 8 
Washington 1 0 3 0 2 4 8 2 15 4 3 0 1 4 18 9 23 9 
Wayne 1 O. 3 1 2 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 1 . 0 8 1 
Weber 12 7' 25 7 39 13 31 4 64 8 24 18 34 28 144 53 124 69 
Out-of-State 83 37 86 42 7 5 46 23 140 19 40 22 51 32 251 76 498 222 
~btful 87 29 
Totals: 367 136 318 128 512 206 588 268 865 275 688 361 909 5201780 809 2188 995 
(1) The last interval (1930-35 to 1939-40·) is 4 years -only. In all of the 
tables. and charts which follow, the last interval is also 4 years. The information 
presented on the charts and tables for all intervals but the last is a Cumulat1vEf'-
picture for the full year. For the last period the, fall quarter only was enumerated. 
The information wi thin utah is by counties. Outside of Utah only the state total is 
given. 
were enrolled. Rich County with a small population has shown a good deal 
more interest in schooling at the Utah State Agricultural College during 
the last 2 intervals, increasing her enrollment to over 20, from a weak 
beginning of 2. 
Although served by a 4-year university, Utah Oounty has been a con-
sistent supporter of the Utah State Agricultural College at Logan. In-
creasing numbers of her young people have attended over the period. In 
62 
1900 only 6 Utah County students passed Salt Lake City to attend the utah 
state Agricultural College. In 1939 the total registration from utah County 
was 169. In only one interval did the County show a decline, that one being 
in 1925. The decline between 1920 and 1925 was 54. However, the number in-
creased again in 1930 to 34 and has not shown a decline since. 
Sanpete County has been one of the most consistently stable supporters 
of the College. Starting in 1900 with 8 students, her enrollment has never 
been smaller than 10. In 1939 Sanpete sent 91 young people to the Oollege; 
19 of them were women. Carbon, Summit., and Tooele Counties have always 
been represented on the College rolls in a small but steady degree, although 
attendance has not been large. 
According to tables }l and 32 Cache County, in which the College is 
located, contributes the largest percentage of students~ A decided decline 
in percentages of school population for Cache County in 1~35 and 1939 calls 
for clarification. During the earlier intervals there were no effective 
methods ot ascertaining the true residence of stUdents. Many out-ot-state 
students gaTe Logan as their home. Improved methods of registration have 
brought about a more accurate check· on legal residence of students. The last 2 
intervals disclose a more accurate and true picture. By observing the marked 
increase of percentages in out-or-state registration during these same 2 
Table 31. Percentage of men and women students at 5-year intervals since 
1900 by counties, Utah state Agricultural College 
Percentase of student bodl bl lears 
Counties :1900 1905 1910 1915 1920 1925 1930 1935 1939 
Beaver 0.00 .90 .97 1.05 .17 1.14 .63 -.95 1.10 
Box Elder 4.19" 4 .. :11 5.99 3.80 4.47 7.82 9.59 6.76 6.82 
Cache 29.43 36.77 56.55 49.65 45.60 56.15 53.46 38.16 27.99 
Cargon .99 .90 .56 .23 .17 .38 .35 .35 .41 
Daggett 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Davis 1.99 2.69 2.23 1.99 1.32 2.95 2.59 3.59 2.39 
Duchesne 0.00 0.00 0.00 .23 .61 0.00 .35 .54 .72 
Emery 0.00 .22 1.11 1.87 .26 .38 .14 .54 1.13 
Garfield 0.00 0.00 .14 .23 .35 .48 .14 .35 .16 
Grand 0.00 0.00 .14 0.00 0.00. .38 .07 .54 .31 
Iron .SO 0.00 •• .93 .70 .29 .91 1.08 .88 Juab .40 .68 1.25 .47 1.23 2.86 .91 1.31 1.73 
Kane .40 .22 .70 .82 .44 .57 ... 21 .12 .44 
Millard .40 .68 .56 1.64- 1.75 .76 .91 1.47 1.82 
Morgan .79 0.00 .28 .47 .53 .38 .7·7 .85 .41 
Piuta 0.00 0.00 .28 .23 .17 .10 .21 .19 .13 
Rich .40 0.00 .70 .23 .26 .38 1.05 1.04 .75 
Salt Lake 2.78 3.81 5.99 .. 8.06 7.10 6.59 5.32 7.45 7.04 
San juan 0.00 0.00 .84 0.00 .26 0.00 .07 .62 .57 
Sanpete 1.59 4.71 2.79 1.17 2.72 2.00 1.89 1.66 2.86 
Sevier .40 .22 2.51 1.87 .44 .95 1.54 2.94 2.32 
Sunnnit .79 1.79 1.67 1.40 1.40 1.24 .98 .93 1.38' 
Tooele 1.19 1.12 1.25 .93 1.67 .76 1.26 1.39 1.26 
Uintah .60 .45 .42 .12 .70 .76 .91 1.31 1.00 
Utah 1.19 2.69 2.37 6.89 6.49 1.91 3.99 4.52 5.31 
Wasatch .40 0.00 .14 2.34 1.1.4 .57 l.l~ .81 1.10 
Washington .20 .67 .84 1.17 1.67 .29 .35 1.04 1.00 
Wayne .20 .90 .42 0.00 .17 0.00 ':;,~14 .04 .28 
Weber 5.78 7.1'1 7.24 4.09 6.32 4.00 4.34 6.84 6.06 
Out-of-St., .23.89 28.70 1.67 8.06 13.95 5.91 5.81 12.63 22.63 
Doubtful 23.36 
Total 100.00100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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intervals, one may guess with some measure of accuracy where the large en-
rollment for Cache County had really been coming from during the early in-
tervals. 
To illustrate, in 1925 the records indicate that Cache County contri-
buted ov~r 55 per cent of all men students and 59 per cent of all women 
stUdents to the Utah State Agricultural College. In this same year 5.81 per 
cent of all men and 6.09 per cent of all women were non-residents of Utah. 
During 1930 there was little change in percentages from these 2 areas, but 
in 1935 men stUdents from Cache County dropped to slightly more than 33 per 
cent of all students, while out-of-state males increased to over 14 per cent. 
Cache County women students decreased to 48.84 per cent and out-ot-state 
women increased to 9.39 per cent. The Fall Quarter of 1939 disclosed an 
even greater decrease for Cache County. Male students from Cache County 
at this time comprising only 24.51 per cent of the total stUdent body and, 
out-of-state a~eas enrolled 22.76 pe~ cent. Women stUdents from Cache 
County made up 35.69 per cent of all women students during the Fall Quarter 
of 1939, whereas out-of-state women students increased to 22.32 per cent of 
the total. Between 50 per cent and 60 per cent of all stUdents come from 
these 2 sources. Box-Elder, Salt Lake, Utah, and Weber Counties contribute 
about 20 per cent of the total, leaving a·little over 20 per cent to be tur-
nished by the remaining 24· Utah Counties. 
Of these 24 counties which contribute' a fifth of the students, Davis, 
Summit, Millard, Sanpete, and Sevier have the largest representation·on the 
College rolls. Other oounties or importance include Emery, Iron, Juab, 
. Tooele, and Wasatch. With small population it is to be expected that Daggett, / 
Duchesne, Garfield, San Juan, and Wayne Counties will be consi stently low in 
.Table 32. ~llmeJlt increase'or deerease of men and women students 
at ;-yearinterval.,Utah :State .Agr1cult~81. Oollege ' 
! 
", 
.. 
• 
..... o!;' ~ 
• 'N_ber 
· Perete· of men and WQJl8D. ..
· Year 14e Women 
• u l' ' 
\ 
.. Total : . Total,'-, 
· 
Men " n ' . 
: .. ., , . 
191:5 ,: ·,88 2~8 8;6 ' • --.... 
---
.. 
· , 
· · ' 
· 1,20 
· 
86?' 27.5 1140 47 3.8 33 .' 'j 
· 
· 
' . : • 
1'2,5 
· 
,"88 :;61 104, .. ,·21 31 -9.2 , 
· I 
1930 : ,909' ,520 142' 32: 44 :;6 
· • 
193.5 ,:1780 809 '2.5~9 96 .55' ' 81 
· 
· 1939 :2188 "95 3183 ~3. 23 '23 " 
., 
, I 
Male Female Total 
1939 
,1935 
:.,- ," . 
- :. .. 
, 1429 
',,' , 
192; 
1049 
1920 , , 75~ : 1140 
Figur, 1. ~elativ-e propo,rtion of men and woJllen stude~ts at ,5-year 
':1nterv!t.ls, Utah Sta.te Agricultural College ' 
numbers. The significance of the count from eaeh county may be noted in 
table 34 which compares popUlation rank with student enrollment rank and 
in table 33 which compares college freshman registration with number of 
high school graduates from each county. 
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Generally speaking there has been a steady increase in total regis-
tration at the Utah State Agricultural College. Table 32 takes into con-
sideration the 5 intervals studied after the school achieved a full-fledged 
stsndarization of college work. The year 1920, the first interval year 
after standardization, shows a total increase of 33 per cent over 1915 
which ~s the interval year immediately preceding s~andardization. The in-
crease for man was 47 per cent and for women 3.8 per cent. The next inter-
val (l9~5) presents the only decrease during "the entire period studied. 
In this year the absence of Federal students was keenly felt. Male regis-
tration dropped from 865 to 688, a decline of 21 per cent. Women students, 
however, increased from 275 to 361 or an increase of 31 per cent." Total 
registration declined 9.2 per cent. In no other interval year does a de-
cline appear in total registration. 
The interval year 1930 shows a substantial increase in total enrol-
lment, and for both sexes. The men increased from 688 to 909 or 32 per 
cent, the women from 361 to 520 or 44 per cent." The total increase of 380 
students brought the combined increase to 36 per cent. 
The greatest increases for any interval "year came in 1935. Atten-
dance arose from 1429 in 1930 to 2589 in 1935 or an increase of 81 per 
cent. Men students made the greater growth with a 96 per cent gain. 
Women students with an increase of 311 gained 55 per cent. 
Although the 1939 interval year shows an increase over 1950 the per-
centage of increase declined to 23 per cent. "Educators"" forecast a sharp 
decline in high school and college enrollment and maintain it should be 
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Table 33. Comparison of high school graduates(2)with enrollment of freshman 
students by counties at 5-year interva1s(1900-1939), Utah State 
Agricultural College 
. 192; 
· 1930 · 1922 · 19~9 • 
· 
• 
· :H. S~ Fresh.~r :H.S. Fresh.Per :H. S. Fresh.Per :H. S. Fresh.Per 
Countz !Grad. re~is.c.nt:~rad. regis.cent:srad. regis.cent:grad. re~is.eent 
· 
: • 
· 
• 
Beaver 44 4 9.0 
· 
;1 ; 9.9 : 74 90 121.0: 83 17 20.0 • 
Box Elder 149 32 1;.5 
· 
2;0 57 2;.0 : 245 92 37.0: 375 75 20.0 • 
C'ache 17l 190 111.0 
· 
285 276 97.0 : 280 .444 1;8.0: 578 321 57.0 
· Oarbon 46 2 7.0 • 88 0 0.0 : 347 2 :0.6: 255 6 2.4 • 
Daggett 0 0 0.0 
· 
1 0 0.0 
· 
1 0 0.0: 0 0 0.0 • 
· Davis 95 17 18.0 : 134 14 10.5 · 253 34- 13.0: 230 27 17.0 
· Duchesne 30 0 0.0 · 32 2 6.0 71 8 13.0: 36 11 12.9 
· Emery 42 0 0.0 : 74 1 3.5 : 100 5 0.5: 128 11 8.7 
Garfield 28 3 13.0 · 28 1 3.6 : ;4 '3 6.6: ;6 2 3.6 
· Grand 19 1 ;.0 : 13 1 7.7 : 23 3 13.0: 2; 6 26.0 
Iron 72 0 0.0 
· .57 l 1.7 : 104 6 5.8: 49 l' 2.2 • Juab 112 15 13.; ;1 ~ 9.8 : 80 10 13.8: 70 18 2;.8 
Kane 22 1 ;.5 21 0 0.0 : 40 2 .5.0: 53 8 15.0 
Millard 6; 3 4.6 149 7 4.6 : 1.54 13 8.5: 178 14 7.0 
Morgan 23 1 4.9 39 4 10.0 : 27 13 48.0: .54 4 7.5 
Piute 0 0 0.0 20 2 10.0 : 34- 4 18.0: 21 0 0.0 
Rich 18 2 12.0 : ;0 6 20.0 : 46 14 30.0: 43 12 26.0 
Salt Lake 771 2; 3.0 :170; 23 1.3 :;404 100 2.9:2990 84 2.8 
San Juan 4 0 0.0 8 0' 0.0 : 23 6 26.0: 34- ; 14.7 
Sanpete 121 3 2.; : 173 6 3.5 : 191 9 4.7: 230 30 13.0 
Sevier 128 7 ;.; : 140 7 5.0 : 191 38 19.9: 216 28 12.9 
Summit 80 .5 6.0 · 99 .5, 5.0 : 124 15 21.0: 139 20 14.4 
· Tooele 49 .5 10.0 : 74 7 9 • .5 : 101 13 12.9: 132 19 14.4 
U1ntah 28 2 7.0 : 53 7 13.0 : 97 18 18.;: 113 14 12.4 
Utah 483 9 8.,5 : 584 23 3.9 : 822 ;3 6.;:1098 .53 4.8 
Wasatch ;2 2 3.9 : 6.5 7, 9.0 : 97 13 13.4: 90 19 21 .. 0 
Washington ,0 0 0.0 : 25 1 4.0 : 101 13 12.9: 63 2 3.; 
Wayne 6 0 0.0 
· 
12 l' 9.8 : 10 0 0.0: 26 0 0.0 
· Weber 312 14 4.; : 475 24 ;.0 : 669 .53 7.6: 912 37 4.0 
(2) High school graduate figures tor 192;, 1930 and 193.5 were taken from utah 
school reports. The 1939 figures were1 received by the College Public Relations 
Department, from each high school. 
apparent trom now on. This decline is anticipated in part because of the 
decreased birth rate in the 1920's following the World War, and in part 
because the comparatively large size of the student body makes a declin-
ing rate of increase normal. 
The decline of increase rate at this interval revealed an interesting 
tact. Both male and female enrollment increased 23 per cent between 1935 
and 1939. Is an equilibrium of rate of increase approaching? 
The name Utah State Agric\lltural College suggests that it 1s a school 
for men. The relative proportion of men to women has always been high, 
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but since becoming a full-fledged college the curriculum has been made much 
more appealing to women students. Home economics, education, arts, bUSiness, 
and many other fields have played a large part in raising the relative pro-
portion of women stUdents. Figure 1 shows that in 1920 75 per cent of all 
stUdents attending the U. s •. A. C. were men. In 1930 the proportion for 
men reached its lowest mark at 64 per cent and there appears a leveling 
off at 69 per cent for men and 31 per cent tor women for the 1935 and 1939 
intervals. 
One must remember that in 1920 the relative proportion of men and 
women was affected by the fact that returning soldiers received training 1.1/ 
at the College. Nevertheless, OYer the entire 4O-year period a gain of 
10 per cent took place in the proportion of women stUdents. In view of 
the fact that we hear a great deal about the increasing importance of 
woman's place in the modern world, this increase does not seem too start-
ling. It does, however, suggest a trend in that direction. 
Perh~PS one of the most enlightening methods ot discovering the 
importance placed on a higher education at the College by Utah counties 
is found in table 33. High school graduation totals from each county,. 
vi 
Table 34. Utah Counties oompared at lO-year intervals with respect to 
population rank. and student enrollment rank, utah state 
Agricultural College 
: 1910 1920 1930 1939 
:Pop. Enr. Pop. Enr. Pop_ EDr. Enr. 
County : rank rank rank rank rank rank Rank 
Salt Lake 1 3 1 2 1 3 2 
utah 2 7 3 3 3 .5 .5 
Weber 3 2 2 4 2 4 4 
Cache 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 
Sanpete .5 .5 7 6 7 7 6 
Box Elder 6 4 
.5 .5 . 5 2 3 
Juab 7 10 10 12 14 13 10 
Davis 8 8 8 11 8 6 7 
Sevier 9 6 9 18 9 8 8 
Wasatch 10 26 21 13 19 10 14 
Carbon 11 18 6 27 6 21 2; 
Summit 12 9 15 10 11 12 11 
Tooele 13 11 14 8 12 9 12 
Uintah 14" 21 13 14 1; 14 16 
Emery 15 12 16 2; 18 25 13 
Millard 16 19 11 7 10 16 9 
Washington 17 14 17 9 16 20 17 
Beaver 18 13 19 26 20 18 15 
Iron 19 22 18 16 17 15 18 
Garfield 20 25 20 20 21 26 27 
Morgan 21 27 24 21 23 17 24 
San Juan 22 15 22 24 22 27 21 
Rioh 23 17 27 22 26 11 19 
Wayne 24 20 25 25 2.5 24 26 
Piute 2.5 23 23 15 27 23 28 
Kane 26 16 26 19 24 22 22 
Grand 27 24 28 28 28 28 25 
Duchesne 28 28 12 17 15 19 20 
Daggett 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 
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found in reports ot the State Buperinte~ent of. Pttblic Instruction are 
compared Wi th'treshman registr.ation 'at the college for the corresponding 
, ',~, 
intervals. No attempt: was made to determine the-nUmber ot hold-over 
, " - . , , . 
graduates ,fro. other years' and as 's. rea~t some counties have registered 
more than 100 per cent of the graduates tor' ,oertain y~ars. :'!hewr~ter 
feels, ,howe,ver, that throughout,the 4' intervals for wh'ich' it was' possible 
" • ~J, ' 
to get canplete data, trends ar'e apparent tor the majority of counties. 
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'!'he tab'le "showS' the exteBSiveness of. freshman reg,istration from each 
county, Bli;d ~y'··tracing the figures through .four 5-year intervalsstab11ity / 
of suPport t.ot·he ~llege :'1s d1$clos,ed. 
~ . ' 
, " Beoau:se 'of' . Condit ions already metitl~ned, Cache county shows an over-
regist~at if)Ilt Of, )itgh,< soh~el,SJ:a.dUat as .'t cQ1lparillg -~he 'freshman fig,ure wi th 
, , _ " '" "t. • • . ': ' •• ~ •• ,'" ~, ---'~-. '--I t • _~,;. ",' - . ' _ 
"high 'SCh&~l"sr~uat'ion iigures)' f~~" "th e 'l.-92·5·~d, __ 1935 1ntBr"'~s.,· Decre'as-
,lng in 1939, to '7'per cent we se~ ap,i.:g." ~~f;:lected ,the better, m.ethods of 
• - ,. '_ 1'- ' ~ > - - - ',.' - -:' .' ,~., I" , 
,'.r,::~, ,: 
ascertali11q .pr,9p~r .. r.~d~n'ce. : Beaver 'Oounty' 'reveals an over-registrat ion' 
. ' , - • " "- ~..,. - - ,w ~ 
'for 1935 but 'shoW's only 20 per cent for 1939, maintaining a 'high perc,entage 
. for the other ,intervals. Other counties. holding to a high level are Box 
)lder, Davis, ~uab,Rich,: summit, Tooele, and Uintah. Some of those with 
a small represe~tatioD, 'as shown by the table are; Carbon, Iron, Garfield, 
Pi'ut's, 811d Wel?er~ At 'this point it is w~ll to ramemberthat Carbon, Weber, 
, J"uab, Iron;;.'and.Washingtp~,:C'ou.nt'ies have access to junior colleges and 
it is only natural that the freshman, registration from these counties is, 
low. 
Let us' no.~'~emlne the reg1~tration from the 'Utah counties using a 
,. 
third basiS. We have seen that 4 or5 of the largest counties have been 
sending the 'greatest numbers of students to the College, but are these 
': . 
numbers in proportion to population? By ranking each county numerically, 
according to population, and according to registration figures at the 
College (table 34), it is seen that Cache County ranks first in students 
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in the 4 intervals examined but is only fourth in population. Salt Lake 
County ranks first in population throughout, snd second in enrollment rank-
ing for 1920 and 1939, and third for 1910 and 1930. Weber County, ranking 
seoond in population in 2 out of the 3 intervals, is fourth in student 
registration, while utah County with third position in population has been 
in fifth place in enrollment. Sanpete, Washington, Box Elder, Summit, Rich, 
Piute, and Kane Counties appear as contributing the largest proportion ac-
cording to oounty population. Carbon, Emery, aDd Garfield Counties do not 
contribute in proportion to their popUlations. 
As indicated by the figures in table 33, a tendency to increase en-
rollment in proportion to population exists in DaViS, Iron, Rich,. and 
Wasatch, wh11~ the reverse is true of Carbon, Duchesne, Emery, and Piute. 
Those counties showing a tendency toward equilibriwn are Cache, Salt Lake, 
Weber, Utah, and Sanpete. Box Elder and Cache are leaders, then, when 
using any of the 3 bases of comparison. 
Because of the high concentration of Utah's population in 4 or 5 
major oounties, it may be expeoted that a majority of the counties will 
enroll smaller nwnbers of students at the College. This was obvious1y so 
during the first 3 intervals enumerated in table 35. The weight shifts, 
however, at the 1935 and 1959 intervals and we find more counties falling 
into the higher brackets. Only 5 counties send fewer than 10 students to 
the College in 1935, while 4 send fram 10 to 19 students. Five additional 
counties tall in the 20-29 bracket and there is an increase of trom 2 
Table 35. Number of counties falling in specified enrollment brackets at 
.5-year intervals, utah State Agricultural College 
.. 
· Number of Number of counties at S-year intervals 
students .. 1920 : 1925 .. 1930 
· 
193.5 .. 1939 .. • • 
· .. .. .. 
· 
. .. 
1-9 
· 
14 .. 14 : 11 .. .5 .. 3 
· · · 
.. 
.. : : .. 
· 
.. .. 
· 
10-19 : 6 
· 3 : 9 : 4' .. 6 
· · 
· · · 
· · · 20-29 .. 1· : 2 : 2 7 3 .. 
· 
.. .. : 
· · 
.. 
;0-39 : 1 
· 
2 : 1 .. 4 ; • 
· 
· 
.. .. : • . 
· 40,.4.9 0 1 .. 0 1 1 
· 
.. .. 
• 
· 
.50-.59 .. 1 0 1 .. 0 2 
· · 
.. : 
· 60-69 0 
· 
2 .. 1 .. 0 
· 
0 .. .. .. 
· .. 
· 
: .. 
· 70-79 2 0 1 · 1 · 2 .. · .. 
· 80-89 1 0 .. 1 .. 0 : 0 .. .. 
.. : .. 
90-99 0 .. 1 .. 0 1 .. 1 .. .. ., 
.. .. .. 
. .. . 
lOO-up : 2 • 1 .. 2 
· 
6 .. 6 
· · 
.. .. 
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counties in 1930 to 6 in 1935 sending more than 100 students. This 
last figure 1s also true for 1939. There is a further drop in 1939 
in the 1-9 bracket, but the cluster of counties remains below the 40-49 
group througtloa.t. the 5 interval..s. 
An interesting enrollment trend at the Utah State Agricultural 
College 1s the growth ot registration from other states. College census 
figures in table 36 show that at the present time OYer 22 per cent of ~1 
men and women registered come from outside of Utah. During the influx 
of World War soldiers in 1920 the enrollmen~ of out-ot-state men reached 
140 or 16.19 per cent ot the total. In 1925 only 5.81 per cent came from 
other states. The 1935 interval increased to 14.1 per cent. Prior to 
1939 the registrar's tigures show that out-ot-state women represented 
about 6 per cent tor the first 3 intervals studied, while in 1935, it had 
increased to only 9.4 per cent. 
As has already been pointed out, too much reliability cannot be placed 
on the figures for the early periods because of inadequate means ot check-
ing proper legal reSidence of stUdents. However, the last 2 intervals are 
much more accurate because of the ~,.stem. now used by the registrar in 
checking the high schools from which the students have graduated, and the 
legal residence of parents or guardians. 
It is interesting to.note the representation on the College rolls 
this year of. 36 states and 6 foreign oountries. Of the 3183 names found 
on the census' ,cards for the fall quarter of 1939 (3), 498 men and 222 
women are out-ot~$tate residents. More. than 22 per cent of each sex came 
from other states this year (drop-outs not deducted). Idaho, closest in 
culture, and religion, as well as distance from the college, contributes 
t:;) Drop outs not taken into account 
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Table 36. out-or-state re ginratl on- o-ctIlpared with.total'reg1stration at 
-;-year,intJrvals (1900~1939r by sex, Utah-State Agricultural 
Year 
Ooll~ , 
· • 
:~~ __ Ma~1~e_r_e~g.1~-~s~tr~a_t_1~on ____ ~ __ ;~~_F_e~ma~1_e~r~e~g~is_t~ra~_~ti_o_n __ ~ __ 
. :Total Out-or...;state Pereen. e:Total . Out-of-sta'be. Percentage 
:Ntmlber Number Per eant:N er Number Per Cent 
, --- '. 
· 1910 ;12 '1 :1.36 206 ; 2.8 
46 . 7.8~ 
· 
268 23 8.9 
· 
,-' , ~" . ..,. .... - .. ',,~. ,. 
",-
1915 : ,588 
· 
,l&;tro -. 140 21S-',· , 19 6.9 
· • .19.20 :- 86.5 
." . ".("- , . 
. 
192.5 - 688 40 ;.81 361 22 6.9 
: 
..,:1'- 5.61 
· 
.520 ~~ 6.2 ~ - ,-.1930 f 909 _ 
.. ~ --., 
-', 
251 14.1 809- 76 9:4 
t . 
1935 1780 
498 2'2.76 
· 
·995 222 22.33 .-1939 2188 -
i 
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Table 37. Residence by states of Utah State Agricultural Oollege students, 
1939-1940 
. 
. 
: Total students: Men . Women . 
Residence . Number :Number ~ercent!Se. :Number P$rcentage . 
Arizona 19 12 • .5.5 7 .70 
Arkansas 1 1 .0.5 0 0 
California 36 29 1.32 '1 .70 
Canada 11 '1 .32 4 .40 
Colorado 16 9 .41 '1 .70 
Connecticut 1 1 .0.5 0 0 
Hawaii :2' 1 .05 1 .10 
Illinos 19 18 .82 1 .10 
Idaho 415 2'71 12 • .36 149 14.99 
Indiana 
.3 .3 .14 0 0 
Iowa 1 1 .05 0 0 
. Kansas 6 4 .18 2 .20 
Massachusetts 2 1 .05 1 .10 
Michigan 
.5 3 • 14 2 . .20 
Minnesota 10 10 .46 0 0 
. MiSSissippi 2 2 .09 0 0 
Missouri 
·7 '1 .32 0 0 
Mexioo 1 1 .05 0 0 
Montana 18 12 .55 6 .60 
Nebraska 
.5 .5 .23 0 0 
Nevada 27 1.5 .69 12 1.21 . 
New Jrrsy 
.3 .3 .14 0 0 
New Mexico 
.3 2 .09 1 .10 
North Carolina 1 1 .0,5 0 0 
North Da:kota 3 1 .0.5 2 .20 
New York 19 19 .87 0 0 
Ohio 6 4 .18 2 .20 
Oklahoma 3 2 .09 1 .10 
OrE?8on 4 ;3 .• 14 1 .10 
Pennsylvania ,5 5 .23 0 0 
Phil1ipines 1 0 0 1 .10 
Poland 1 1 .0.5 0 0 
Soot1and 1 0 0 1 .10 
South Dakota 1 1 .0,5 0 0 
Texas 3 .3 .14 0 0 
Virginia 1 0 0 1 .10 
Washington 6 4 .18 2 .20 
Wisconsin 
.3 2 .09 1 .10 
Wyoming 44 34- 1.55 10 1.00 
Utah 246,5 . 1690 77.21 773 77.69 
Totals: 2188 100.00 995 100.00 
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Seotion 2 represents an endeaTor to determine, with as much defin1te~ 
ness as the data will allow, the residence of U.S.A.C. students, and the 
counties lending greatest support to the school. Four bases for investi-
gation have been used in the study with the followi1)g results: 
1. Comparing county registration with total U.S.A.C. registration 
Cache, Box Elder, Salt Lake, Utah, and- Weber Counties are found to be 
sending the largest numbers to the College. 
2. Comparing high school graduation figures for each county with 
U.S.A.C. freshman registration tram each county tor 1925, 1930. 1935 and 
1939, a greater proportion registered fram Cache, Box Elder, Davis, Juab, 
Rich, Summit, and Tooele Counties. 
3. A comparison of the ranking position of each county according to 
population with its ranking position according to U.S.A.C. 'enrollment over 
a period ot years shows a tendency for ~ttendance ranking to m.OTe up in 
DaVis, Iron, Rieh, and Wasatch Counties, and to re_in about the same in 
Cache, Salt Lake, Weber, and Utah Counties. Sanpete, Washington, Box Elder, 
Summit, . and Piute rank highest in enrollment when comparison is made with 
their population rank. 
4. '!he number ot women students increased taster than men in the 192.5 
and the 1930 interval years; slower than men in the 1935 interval year; and 
about the same tor the 1939 interval year • 
.5. The data tor the 1935 and 1939 interval years show an iD.crease 
- ~' -
in proportion ot out-ot-state stUdents. 
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CLASSIFICATION 
of 
UTAH STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE STUDENTS 
SECTION III 
CLASSIFICATION OF U.S.A.C. STUDENTS 
Throughout section I it has been the aim of the writer to ascertain 
the locality distribution of U. s. A. C. students for each of the 9 in-
tervals studied. Section II 'attempts to trace sex, class rank, and age 
trends followed by the student body for each of the intervals. Differ-
ences for the principal divisions of the student body, and for each sex 
Will be reviewed first. 
The group listed as "SpeCial", and Which includes vocational and 
preparatory students, comes first. During the last 4 intervals this 
group has been of little importance in actual numbers, as may be seen 
in the first section of table 38 where the percentage of special stu-
dents in the total student body is small, only .97 per cent in 1939. 
Also, in most intervals shown in table 13 a substantial decrease from 
the preceding interval may be noted. The greatest percentage shown was 
in 1900 and was due to the fact that the College had in operation a 
college preparatory program. The next highest listing came in 1920 when 
the Federal men were attending the College. In the early years studied 
a large percentage of the student body fell in this group, but since the 
sohool was made into a full-fledged college, the percentage has diminish-
ed until it is now only about I per cent for the total student body and 
for either sex. 
Until the last interval, freShman students have made up an increas-
ingly high percentage of the enrollment. This trend oan be traced for 
the combined group as well as for both sexes. Reaching over 40 per cent 
as shown in the 3 sections of table 36 during 1935, freshman enrollment 
suffered a 'deoline for the interval of 1939. 
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Table 38. Number of students in attendance, at ,-year intervals, (1900-1939) 
according to class rank and sex, Utah state Agricultural College' 
Year 
Rank: :1900 190; 1910 1915 1920 192; 1930 193.5 1939 
Sehoo1 total ,503 446 718 8i6 1140 1°;i 1.29 28.59 3183 Special ' 319 116 97 3 0 491 .52 77 31 
Freshmen 26 162 292 204 276 361 ,518 1142 106,5 
Sophomores 3.5 134 172 102 161 249 392 ,587 732 
Juniors 16 2.5 18 65 117 17.5 227 388 636 
Seniors 7 6 72 93 68 132 178 299 .54.5 
G;t:'aduates 0 3 4 32 27 36 62 96 174 
Male total 367 318 512 288 862 688 909 1780 2188 
Special 232 62 54 24.5 284 70 '44 47 22 
Freshmen 9.5 119 208 132 18,5 233 332 747 724 
Sophomores 23 109 133 69 10.5 148 212 40,5 419 
J"uniors 13 24 54 41 81 113 161 286 407 
Seniors 4 3 62 72 49 93 112 218 393 
Graduates 0 1 1 29 17 31 48 77 151 
Female totals 136 128 206 268 275 361 .520 809 995 
Speaia1 87 54 43 115 63 26 8 30 9 
Freshmen 31 4; 84 72 91 128 186 395 341 
Sophomores 12 25 39 33 ,56 101 180 192 241 
Juniors 3 1 27 24 38 62 66 102 229 
Seniors 
.3 3 10 21 19 39 66 81 152 
Graduates 0 2 3 3 10 .5 14 19 23 
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Table 39. Perccm'ta"ge of etu4en:ts in attendance at 5-year intervals 
(1900-193i) accord1~ to ,o~a8s rank and sex, Utah state 
A.gr1cul turel College;" " . 
Year 
Bank 1900 1905 li10 1915 1920 1925 1930 _ 1935 1939 
Sehool Total 503 446 718-, 866 1140 1049 1429 2589 3183 
Special 63.42 26.01 13.51 42.06 ~.11 9.15 3.64 2.97 .97 
Freshmen 25.05 36.32 40.67 23.83 24.14 34.42 36.25 44.11 53.46 
Sophomores 6.96 30.04 23.95 11.92 14.14 23.74 2'7.43 22.67 23.00 
Junior. 3.18 5.61 11.28 7.59 10.28 16.68 15.88 14.99 19.98 
Seniors 1.39 1.35 10.03 10.86 5.96 12.58 12.46 11.55 17.12 
Graduates .00 .67 .56 3.'14 2.37 3.43 4a34 3.71 5.47 
Male total 367 318 512 588 865 688 909 1780 2188 
Speoial 63.21 19.50 10.55 41.68 49.49 10.17 4. Sf. 2.64 1.00 
Freshmen 25.89 37.42 40.63 22.45 21.39 33.87 36.53 41.97 33.10 
Sophomores 6.27 34.28 25.98 11.73 12.14 21.51 23.32 22.75 22.44 
Juniors S.54 '1.55 10.55 6.97 9.36 16.42 17.71 16.07 18.60 
Seniors 1.09 .94 12.11 12.24 5.66 13.52 12.32 12.25 17.96 
Graduat •• .00 .31 .19 4.93 1.96 4.51 -5.28 4.33 6.90 
Female total 136 lS6 206 268 275 361 520 80.9 995 
Special 63.97 42.18 20.87 48.91 22.91 7.2.0 1.54 3.71 .9 
h'eahmen 22.79 35.59 40.78 26.87 33.og 35.46 35.77 48.83 34.29 
Sophomore. 8.82 19.54 18.93 12.31 20.36 27.98 34.62 22.50 24.22 
JUnior. 2.21 .78 -13.11 8.91 13.0g 17.17 12.&g 12.61 83.01 
Seniors 2.21 2.34 4.85 7.84 6.91 10.80 12.69 10.00 15.27 
Graduates .00 1.56 1.46 1.12 3,64 1.39 2.69 2.55 2.31 
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Sophomores have increased almost 10 per cen t for the 25 yea.r period 
studied, juniors have done likewise and seEiors have made a 12 per cent in-
crease. No doubt the junior colleges in the state have plqyed some part in 
this decline in percentage of the freshmun students; but on examining t abl e 
33, again we see the greatest decline in fresl1lllan registrat ion, in C0r.11Xlrison 
with high school graduation from each county registered from Box Elder, 
SU!!illlit, lvlorgan, San Juan, and Sevier Counties - none of which have junior 
call eges. .AI though fresllJ.'118n registrat ion shows a real decline for the 1939 
interval, the great difference is p2rtially caused by the 18~ge increase in 
juniors and seniors, with a substant ial increase in graduate students also 
; 
shol~ing. Juniors increased from 388 in 1935 to 636 in 1939, comprising al-
most 20 per cent of the total student body for 1939, ,:vhile seniors advanced 
from 299 in 1935 to 545 in 1939, vJhen they constituted Ii ttle over 17 per. 
cent of the total enrollment. The registration cards shoVJ over 230 upper 
classmen in 1939 from the 5 c our..t ies 1IThi ch have junior colI eges • Dur ing 
tho preceding interval year the:ve \\Tere only 140 from these same counties. 
This increase in upper classT1en along '('lith the fact that these same counties 
send only 150 freshrlan out of n high school graduation of 1530, for the 
year of 1939, sUBgests that the junior college movement is influencing 
freshman registration at the College o 
Increases in the upper d,ivision 8lld in graduate students influence total 
attendance favorably. Table 38 shows a graduate registration of 174 in 
1939 as compared with 96 in 1935. However, freshman registration has well 
held its own up to ani including the 1935 iilterval year. The evidence of 
a freshman decline in- comparison with other classes is not as yet conclusive, 
for although the freshman peroentage of the total student registration fell 
of'~ decidedly in 1939 (33.5 per cent) as compared with 1935 (44.1 per cent) 
the 1939 proportion compares fairly' well with the 1930 percentage of 36.2, 
the 1925 percentage of 34.4 and the 1920 percentage of 24.1. 
Very few declines in actual number (l)f· students may be found aJD:>ng any 
of' the regul~r classes between 1900 and 1939. 
'the grea:tea1; decline of freshman students appears -in: the women regist-
ration in 1939, with a reduction of ,54 from. the 39.5 tor the 1935 interval. 
Freshman men tell ott only 23 in 1939 from a 193.5 total of 747. On the 
other hand the largest advances in 1939 were made by the male students in 
the junior and senior years, Where the numbers were nearly' doubled tor the 
last interval. 
Table 38 discloses an increasing stability of student residence from 
the freshman year until graduation. In 1920 there were 276 f'reshman en-
. rolled and only 68 seniors, or about a 5-1 ratio. In 1925 and in 1930 
ratios ot nearly 3-1 prevailed. In 193.5 the proportion declined to a 
ratiO of 4-1, but in 1939 the proportion ot seniors increased until the 
freshman-senior ratio stood 2-1. Ken and women students seem to sustain 
this trend almost evenly. 
It _s the original intention ot the writer to divide the enrollment 
into the 7 ditterent schools of the College, and to make fu~er analysis 
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Table 40. Percentage of increase or decrease in student body by class rank 
in 5-year intervals, Utah State Agr1cul tnral Oollege 
: 
Percentage of increase or decrease 
Rank :1915=20 1920-25 192.5-30 1930-35 1935=39 
Special 36 -80 -46 48 -59 
Freshmen 35 32 43 120 
- 7 
Sophomores 58 54 58 45 25 
Juniors 80 50 29 71 64 
Seniors 
-27 94 35 67 8; 
Graduates 
-16 ;8 72 55 82 
Table 41. Percentage of increase or decrease by rank of men and women stu-
dents in 5-year intervals, Utah State Agricultural College 
:1915-20 1920-25 1925-;0 1930-35 19;5-39 
Rank : m w m w m w m w m w 
Special .75 -4.5 -84 -.59 -37 -260 7 27.5 -53 ~200 
Freshmen 40 26 26· 41 43 45 124 112 - 8 - 14 
Sophomores .52 70 41 81 43 78 91 1 21 32 
Juniors 
'7 .50 39 72 43 6 78 .5.5 42 129 
Seniors 
-32 -43 90 103 20 69 94 2; 80 88 
Graduates -42 233 8; -50 .55 -180 61 36 96 21 
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trom this standppint,but after some t~e was spent in tracing the students 
trom quarter to quarter , it was found tliat so ma.ny transfers took place 
from. one school to another (in some cases as many as 3 in 1 year) that the 
only reliable data obtainable ware for the graduating class. This informa-
tion is compiled at the registrar's office and is listed in the yearly cata-
logue. 
Special students (table 38) reached an attendance peale duriDg and im-
mediate17 following the World war. A general decline has taken place since. 
In 1939 onlY 31 special students were registered. Freshman students de-
clined in the interval year 191; then increased steadily until the interval 
year 1935. In 1939 a definite decline is again noted. Sophomores hold in-
creases steadily over each preceding interval until 1935. At this pOint, 
and tor the next interval shown, the increase declines. Juniors, seniors, 
and graduates not only show sustained trends of increase but the rate of 
increase has apparently not yet begun to decline. 
Looking at this same picture tor each sex (table 39) almost the same 
percentage of increase and decrease appear for the treshman. The sophomore 
women made large gains, reaching in 192; as high an increase as 81 percent 
over the preceding interval year. In 1935 their gain was only 1 per cent 
and in 1939 but 32 per cent. The sophomore men held to a steady increase 
until 1935, when. they registered 91 per cent more sophomores than in 1930, 
but claimed only 21 per cent increase for 1939. A continuous increase in 
the junior year is seen for men and women throughout the entire peri ode 
The greatest gains tar men appeared in 1920 when a 97 per cent increase 
took place, and in 193.5 when a '78 per cent increase occurred. Women stu-
dents showed the greatest gains in 192.5 ('72 per cent) and in 1939 ('129 per 
cent). Both sexes registered a decline for 1920 in the senior c1ass--
/' 
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Table 42. Median age ot men and women students at ,-year intervals(1900-1939) 
Utah_State Agrioultural College 
Median age of studenta 
Year : Total Men Women 
1900 19.16 19 • .51 18.41 
1905 19.3.5 19.66 18.23 
1910 19.43 19.77 18.76 
1915 21.31 21.7.5 20.67 
1920 21 • .58 22.06 20 • .58 
1925 20.87 21.13 20.36 
1930 20 • .51 21.10 19.83' 
1935 20.33 20.96 19.93 
1939 20.39 20.76 19.8, 
1,00 190; 1910 1915 1920 1925 1930 193; 1939 
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Figure 2. Median age of men and women students at ;-year intervals(1900-1939) 
Utah State Agricultural Oollege 
Men 'l:r';i~ •• 
Woman - - - - -Total ____ _ 
32 per cent tor men and 4; per cent far women. However, both showed 
'-, 
great increases in 1925-- 90 per cent tar men and 103 per cent tor women. 
In no other interval does a decline occur. In 1939 an increase of 80 per 
cent far men and 88 per cent for women took place. 
The percentage of' graduate students at the utah State Agricultural 
College is increasing for both men and women. Table 41 shows a steady 
increase for men in each interval abave the preceding one with the ex-
caption of a 42 per cent decrease in 1915. ~e trend for women students 
has fluctuated a great deal, especially during the first 3 intervals 
1920, 1925 and 1930, but registered substantial increases for the re.main-
ing intervals 1935 and 1939. 
This'. more detailed comparison of percentage gains and losses shows even 
more definitely the grOwing dominance of upper-classmen and the increas-
ing importance of male registration._ 
The first 4 intervals considered in table 42 and figure 2 include 
not only college students but high school preparatory and other 'special 
type students., This should be rememl>ered in considering age trends for" 
the earlier years. From 1920 on college students only are ineluded and 
\ 
true college age trends appear thereafter. 
The aSe trends for men and women students from 1900 to 1920 are up-
ward. From 1920 to 1939 the trends change and pOint dOWD.'W'aI"d. The me-
dian age of all students decreases at each interval year until 1939, 
then, because of' the larger male enrollment, and their greater age, 
there is a slight advance of .06 of 1 year. 
The highest med10 age f',ound for the combined student body appears 
during the school year 1920-21., ~ has b~en stated before, a large number 
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Table 45. Age distribution of men and women students at 5-year intervals, (1900-1939). 
Utah state Agricultural College 
. 
. 
: Number of men and women of each ase bl lears 
:1900-01 1905-06 1910-11 1915-16 1920-21 1925-26 1930-31 1955-36 1939-40 
.Age :M W M W M W J4 W 14 W M W 14 W K W M If 
17 83 43 87 60 103 74 15 17 27 11 18 18 24 36 52 51 70 64 
18 36 22 31 15 105 38 49 44 85 38 72 46 124 106 207 142 387 234 
19 39 16 62 24 62 28 88 42 115 55 122 96 151 130 370 228 393 235 
20 30 8 40 9 65 29 82 47 95 56 119 56 142 97 270 163 323 206 
21 32 6 30 4 57 4 93 27 108 40" 112 63 134 72 283 104 307 119 
22 9 4 24 5 29 15 74 19 65 22 67 25 88 25 159 35 205 55 
23 19 2 11 6 16 4 47 19 69 14 42 13 56 10 175 34 155 21 
24 : 8 1 8 2 13 2 38 7 58 7 34 16 40 10 61 14 93 10 
25 10 1 4 2 20 4 16 14 52 2 23 8 47 6 58 5 66 5 
26-29 8 2 14 0 26 4 57 18 108 11 42 10 47 14 107 16 ll7 16 
50-up 8 0 
" 
1 16 6 29 14 83 19 47 10 56 14 38 17 72 30 
Tetu'-:282 105 318 128 512 208 588 268 865 275 698 361 909 520 1780 809 2188 995 
~ 
of returned ~rld War veterans were attending school at that time and 
their ages raDged somewhat higher than regular college students (table 4~). 
'!he age tor men and women students folloW' similar trends but differ in 
detail. The median age for men in 1920 was 22.06 years. : This figure has 
! 
decreased steadily until in 1939 it was only 20.76, or a decrease of 1.3 
;years below the 1920 see. '!'be highest point tor WOIIlen a~ars at 191,5 
and is 20.67 years·,· considerably belOW' the highest point for men. A 
slightly lower median of 20.58 is found in 1920 and a decrease continues 
until 1935. Here the median. age for women rises tram 19.85 to 19.93 or 
I . 
• 1 ot a year. HoweVer, in 1939 there 1s"a further decrease to 19.85. 
Throughout the 9 intervals under consideration in this study, the 
median age of the men has been one year or more higher than that of the 
women. The greatest difference appears durlllg the 1920 interval at which 
time the men were 1.48 years olderth811 the women. 
It is of interest to note that almost wit.hout exception the large 
cluster of stua.ents is found. aroUllA the 19-year bracket for all intervals. 
Men out number women students for each year fram 18 to 23 inclusive 
(tabl~ 43). The mode remains at 19. For the age brackets 24, 2.5, and 
+ 
26-29 the proportion of m.en to women 1s very muoh greater, reachi:cga 
26-1 propor~ion in 1920 at the age of' 25, but the 2-1 ratio 1s found 
moat frequently.- A 2-1 proportion of men to women may be seen at the 
two extremes, and a much larger proportion of men than women students in 
the age brackets between 23 and 30. 
It was foUDd earlier that the median age of combined students never 
fell below 20.33 years. The lower mode (19 years) is influenoed by the 
fact that freshman and sophomore students make up the largest percentage 
of the student body. 
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SECTION IV 
NUMBER OF FACULTY MEMBERS .AND SIZE OF S'I'OD:B:NT ENROI.UmNT 
~'. '-
. ~ .:.. 
.. ~ .&/ . -.~\. 
'''I.' 
. \. 
:rr.~D and sophomores haTe shown. the greater rate of growth at the 
~' ~: ' ',", ,;,,' , 
Oollege ,up to and including the ~930 :Ll11ierYe.l., ;rear. trom whic:q 1i1Ji.e the 
upper cas ... e. have ,shown the higher'rate • 
.Age trends tor mea.· 1ft)Dlen" and to,t81 studellt: b~ haTe t~en the same 
",~., 
oourse throUg11011t the el1tlreperiod ~udled •. The median age tor, men moved 
I' " ' , , 
lip from 19.5 years 1n 1.900 to'22.06 ill 1.9IO, then decli'ned. 'to 20. '16 i. -
1939. '~he 'median e.ge ·1'01" women moved from l.~.4 in 1900, to 20.'6'1 in 191.5, 
aBd'then aeclined to 19.85 ill, 1939. The:, eombiJ18d .median in 1.900 was 19.16. 
!he. alP. po1:at of 21.,.58 ·.s reached' in 1920, -and a gi-adual deelille 'took 
, . place UD.t1~ .in 1939 1t had reached 20.59. 
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"'!ION IV-
lmDIR ',OJ' F.aCumt"VD(IIRS:ABD' __ ~ .. OJ' ',~ mm~, 
" 'SPme' relation.hi, "\1l1dollb,ted17 ex1sts 'between faculty member. 'a~ the 
, 'College e.Jid 8'tude~t ~~ollment. .A. oOllPlete picture 1. not'possible -wtth-, 
t?U:t first deterii~ -the :teach1q ,10a4 -c'f faculty aeaber., aDd compariD$ 
, , this with the st-wte~t-hour',ioad. Such 'an undertald»a 18 not within the 
, scope oraiB. of' t,1sstudY." It ,is beli8~.d. however, that' a. comparison ,of 
facultY' __ $rS",,~8 .. ' to\m4-11ated in the eo11eae catalogues tor each inter-
Talye~ ot thia.:'rt\ld7 '(~able.44) .. lIith thenU1l.'ber of 81;uCl,.t8 who 'register~ 
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- - I' • '~' ad'tt>r the' cones)oD4~B8 1llterval. will' be of value to the reader 1nga111~:Dg 
an iJlsigb:t ' iB.-to J. chal1ling.Pl'OPort1oDS at 'the Coll~g •• 
• ~ I • ..' , • _ _ , , 
The average 1IlUllber- .f .• t~ellt8 per taeUltl"~.r has tluotuated 
'_ -tbro'lshout, the 8Djt.lr,e'-per104. . 'Fha 1'3' proport1'o:p. a11o_ the highest, teach-
, ing' r'.P"JlSibi11 t7, t~. students, numb er iDg , 1,.6, per teacher. The next 
, ' ' i 
highest 11U1Ilbe1', Ii,.." appe81'S for 1900. The lowest teacher responsibility ·1 
, I"" -", , is ~oud 1n 1,0.5,1IheJl.' there were oD17_ 7.4 e'iudents per faoulty member,. In 
1'91,5 -there were 'tmt.8."" and as late as 1920 onl1 8.7. The,' average n\l1l.ber , 
of atWlu.t.'" per ",.eacher has usually r1s.~ 'tor one interval and fallen tor' 
thenen, -'but' has shon a general illereaSe for the enti~e )8riod. " The' 
largeJ' ,t~ tor --193"_.7 b. )Ml!"b1alq .. eouted, t.,or ~D. the ~co~ted 
;' ,,' t., ',,' 'i.->·~: ' '.- ': ",.' " :', ,'..: ~ ," . /, -',,:" . 
student a.*j.8t:&n'.:' .. _~~,:t8aen 0118, or' twO elUses each .ek. * 
- . '''. , I.. . ~ : 
, ' 
• ~! 
" 
: ~ -
Table 44. Number of students compared with number of teaching faculty(4) 
and number of students per faculty member at 5-year intervals 
(1900-1939), Utah State Agricul~ural College 
. 
· · 
Student per . 
· · Year Number of students 
· 
Number of faculty 
· 
faculty member 
· 
• 
1900 
.503 32 1.5.,5 
1905 446 60 7.4 
1910 718 70 10.26 
191.5 8;6 96 8.91 
1920 1140 131 8.7 
1925 1049 9.5 11.0 
1930 1429 106 13.5 
193.5 2.589 145 10.9 
1939 3193 162 19.6 
(4) The numbers found in table 44 under the column WoNumber on faculty" 
include only those listed in the catalogues as "Officers of Instruction" 
and do not consider the extension staff, student aids, or administration 
officers unless they are also listed with the teaching faculty. The 
numbers in the column listed ~umber of students" were taken from the 
registration cards prior to 1935 and from the college census cards for 
the intervals 1935 and 1939. 
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SUMMARY ~ CONCWSIONS 
1. In 1900 there were 313 looal subdivisions in Utah. * 60 of 
which sent students to the utah State Agricu1tural. ,College; in 1910 
there were 400. with 96 sending students; in 1920 there were 330. with 
102 having students; in 1930 the subdivisions increased to 405, with 
122 represented at the, College. In 1939, 179 subdivisions sent students 
to the College. T!?-e total number of subdivisions for 1.939 is not yet 
av~i1a.ble. The figures ,'show that 19 per cent of the 1.oca1 subdivisions 
'participated in 1900, 24 per cent in 1910, 31 per cent in 1920, and 
30 per cent in 1:930. 
2. The 5 subdivisions maint,aining the highest attendance rate 
per 1,000 of population listed in descending order in 1930 were Logan, 
Cache County; Ne'Wton, Cache County; Laketown, Rich County; ProVidence, 
'and Richmond. both in Cache County. These subdivisions are located near 
the Co11ege 'and ,are,- J10 doubt; more conscious of the Ut.ab. -State Agricu1-
turd College than any other school of higher learning. 
3. Throughout the 4 interval. years for 'Which. local census figures 
were avall:ab~e. Logan. Richmond, and Well-sville maintained the highest 
rate of attendance. 
4. Of the total subdivisions listed for the 4 intervals, 85 
showed a higher attendance rate in 1930 than in 1900, and 20 disclosed 
a. ~ower rate. The rest had no enrollment in 1900, although same began 
to send students la.ter. In other words, there were 4 times as m.a.ItV 
subdivisions that increased their rates of enrollment at the College as 
there were that :decreased them. 'These ~ocal1ties were represented on 
* Data fram Salt Lake Co~nty ware not available. 
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the College rolls during each period studied. Obviously the popularity 
of the College is increasing. 
5. Cache, Box Elder, Salt Lake, Utah, and Weber Counties are 
sending the ~a.rgest numbers of students to the College. This may be 
expected because these counties are the wee.1th and popu~ation centers 
of the state. 
6. High school graduation figures for each county compared with 
U.S.A.C. freshman registration from each county showed that the highest 
proportions came from Cache, Box E1.der, Davis, J'uab, and Rich Counties. 
7. A comparison of the r.anklng posi tlon of each county according 
to popul.ation, with its ranking posltionaccording to U.S.A.C. enroll-
ment for 1930 shows that Rich, Wasatch, Piute, Cache, and Davis Counties 
rank highest in enrolXment in comparison With their population ranking. 
Carbon, :Emery, lvlillard, san Juan, Duchesne, and Washington ranked 
lowest in enrollment ,as compared with population ranking. Grand and 
Sanpete Counties maintained an even ranking in both popul,ation and atten-
dance. Daggett, with no enrollment, was also last in population rank. 
8. Women students increased faster than men in the 1925 and the 
1930 interval- years, slower than men in the 1935 interval yea.r, and 
about the same in the 1939 interval, comparisons being based on the 
preceding interval. The percentage of men students has both declined 
and risen. In 1920 it was 75 per cent; in 19,25, 66 per cent; in 1930, 
64 per cent; in 1935, 69 per cent; in 1939, 69 per cent. Obviously 
there is some tendencY for the ratio of men to women students to 
staba1.i,ze at some-where near the ratio of' ? and 3. 
9. The data for the ~ast two interval years discJnse '8 marked 
tendency for out-of-state enrollment to increase in proportion to the 
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total student body enro1.lment. There were 36 states and 6 foreign 
countries represented in 1939. Interest in forestry is wide spread. 
Local mores .and cultura~ tra~ts are coming into contact with those 
from many other places. Cosmopo~i tism. is growing. 
I 
10. Prior to 1935 freshman and sophomore students registered the 
greater rate of growth. Since then uppler classmen have shown a ten-
dency to maintain the higher rate. This fact is due to two things: 
more people 'are staying with schoo~ until graduation t and junior 
colleges are beginning to pour their graduates into the senior colleges. 
11. Median age trends for men students moved upward from 19.5 
in 1900 to 22.06 in 1920, then gradually declined to 20.76 in 1939 • 
.Age trends for women students follow a simil-ar direction, being 18.4 
in 1900 t '20.67 in 1915, then assuming a gradual decline which reached 
19.85 in 1939. The combined median ages of all students in 1900 was 
19.16. The highest median age 21.58 wa.s reached in ~920. A gradual. 
decline from 19,20 on brought the medi-an age down to :20.39 in 1939. 
The trend is for men tp be from 1 to It years older than women students, 
and the median age for both sexes follows -the same downward direction 
since 1920. 
12. The ratio of number of students per faculty member has 
fluctuated from year to year, but usually the proportion of students 
has increased. Taking into account those listed in the 1939 cata10gue 
as teaching faculty and comparing this number with the enrollment at 
the beginning of the 1939-1940 school year it was found that there 
were 19.6 students registered for each member of the teaching faculty. 
Student assistants, -and administration 'faculty members were not taken 
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into account in this comparison. This compared with 7.4 students per 
faculty member in 1905, 8.7 in 1920, 11 in 19'25, 13.5 in 1930, and 
10.9 in 1935. 
13. Interest is gr~wing in the graduate field at the Utah State 
Agricultural College. Since the 1915 interval graduate men have shown 
a steady increase in numbers, and women although fluctuating during 
the early intervals, have shown steady increases in numbers for the 
1935 and 1939 intervals. The total number of graduate s~udents has 
grown as follows: 27 in 1920, 36 in 1925, 62 in 1930, 96 i~ 1935, and 
174 in 1939. Modern competition and specialization make it necessary 
to reach a higher level of education. 
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